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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. BERKLEY).

———————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 3, 2009.

I hereby appoint the Honorable SHELLEY
BERKLEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God, source of eternal light, on
this new day we offer not only our
prayer but all the work of Congress as
a living sacrifice of praise. Born of
human effort, the fruit of experience
and right judgment, pressed by nego-
tiations and compromise, with the re-
sult of common concern for Your peo-
ple, the decisions of this Congress are
raised up before the people of this de-
mocracy to realize their best intui-
tions, inspire their hopes for the fu-
ture, and foster their goodness.

At the same time, this work is raised
up before You as the sovereign ruler of
all times and nations and the compas-
sionate defender of Your people, both
now and forever. Amen.

——————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

INTRODUCING THE ARMED FORCES
BEHAVIORAL HEALTH AWARE-
NESS ACT AND THE VETERANS
AND SURVIVORS BEHAVIORAL
HEALTH AWARENESS ACT

(Ms. GIFFORDS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Speaker, a
couple weeks ago our Nation celebrated
Memorial Day, a day to give tribute to
the men and women who have given
their lives for our country. But I think
it’s important for those of us who serve
in the Congress to realize that we, on a
regular basis, have to do everything we
can to protect and defend those who
protect and defend us.

Later today I will be introducing the

Armed Forces Behavioral Health
Awareness Act as well as the Veterans
and Survivors Behavioral Health
Awareness Act with Congressman

AKIN. These bills represent a strong bi-
partisan commitment to expanding and
protecting access to mental health
treatment and services for our active
duty and retired military. These bills
will provide all servicemembers with

equal access to readjustment coun-
seling and mental health services at
Vet Centers. We will provide dedicated
funding for nonprofits supporting mili-
tary families and create a program for
proactive mental health outreach to
soldiers. We will also provide a pro-
gram for Vet Centers aimed at growing
the number of mental health trainers
as well as providers.

These bills will dramatically expand
our ability to provide mental health
coverage to our warriors who are doing
so much for all of us both here at home
and abroad.

I encourage my colleagues to join me
in moving these bills toward swift pas-
sage.

———

TIANANMEN ANNIVERSARY

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, 20 years
ago today the brutal massacre of
peaceful student demonstrators oc-
curred in Tiananmen Square, Beijing,
China, by the People’s Liberation
Army. Hundreds, perhaps thousands
were shot, killed or wounded, including
being run over by tanks. The extraor-
dinary image of a man standing un-
armed in front of a row of Chinese
tanks has become one of the most fa-
mous photos of the 21st century and
will forever be ingrained in our memo-
ries. That man represents thousands of
others thirsting for freedom, thousands
who were arrested and detained. Some
of those are still in labor camps today.

This week we pause to remember the
lives of those who were tragically lost
in the massacre and imprisoned in the
gulag. We honor their courage and
their stand for freedom. China has
made significant progress towards eco-
nomic reform, but political reform is
still needed to ensure the fundamental
rights of the people, such as freedom of
religion, expression and assembly.

[J This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

H6079



H6080

The Chinese Government continues
to intimidate reporters, block Web
sites, jam broadcasts and censor the
Internet. We look forward to a day
when the people of China are truly free.
That day will surely come.

———

INTRODUCTION OF CLEAN ENERGY
PROMOTION ACT

(Mr. HEINRICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEINRICH. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to introduce the Clean En-
ergy Promotion Act. This bill will help
create thousands of clean energy jobs
across America and help end our de-
pendence on foreign oil. Today some
200 solar energy projects, 26 wind en-
ergy projects and 200 wind energy pro-
duction test sites are on hold because
the Bureau of Land Management
doesn’t have the resources to evaluate
their applications. Madam Speaker, bu-
reaucratic bottlenecks should not
stand in the way of thousands of clean
energy jobs. My bill will help eliminate
these bottlenecks by creating a dedi-
cated funding stream so that the BLM
can remove the current backlog in ap-
plications and facilitate future
projects. This is a long-term, common-
sense investment in America’s energy
leadership. Not only will we jump-start
clean energy job creation today, we’ll
also be laying the foundation for Amer-
ica’s clean energy prosperity tomor-
row.

I urge your support.

——————

THE FEDERAL RESERVE PRINTS
MONEY AS CHINA IS RELUCTANT
TO LEND MORE

(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, we are
running out of other people’s money.
We borrowed $1 trillion from China,
and their leaders are reluctant to lend
more. In response, the Federal Reserve
has begun electronically printing dol-
lars to cover new debts. Chinese leaders
told me that this was unconventional
and troubling. They worry that Amer-
ica will try to repay her debts with
newly printed dollars. The Fed so far
this year has printed $130 billion that
it does not have. Rating agencies have
already cut Britain’s AAA credit rating
and warned we are next.

Later this week I will ask the Fed to
stop printing money to buy U.S. debt.
Unless we stop, the enemy of the mid-
dle class and seniors—inflation—will
come back to hurt our recovery.

——————

THE D-DAY MEMORIAL IN
BEDFORD, VIRGINIA

(Mr. PERRIELLO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PERRIELLO. I rise in honor of
the lives sacrificed by our brave men in
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uniform on the beaches of Normandy 65
years ago. This Saturday, let us re-
member the morning of the 6th of
June, 1944, and the bravery of those in-
volved. In the town of Bedford, Vir-
ginia, 19 of the 34 servicemen who land-
ed on the beaches gave their lives for
freedom. Bedford suffered the largest
per capita death toll of any American
community during the invasion. These
were the famous Bedford Boys, and we
mourn the recent loss of the last of the
survivors. Our Nation should not forget
their sacrifices, which is why this
Chamber recognized the D-day Memo-
rial in Bedford as the National D-day
Memorial. Sadly, that memorial faces
financial difficulties in these grim eco-
nomic times. Because of this and the
sacrifice these men made, I am intro-
ducing legislation to ensure this me-
morial in the memory of the service-
men does not fade. The men we lost
were local heroes, but the freedom and
security bought with their sacrifice is
a national treasure. So too is our D-
day memorial, and I urge my col-
leagues to join me in making this a
permanent part of our Nation’s life.

—————
THE NECESSITY FOR A BILAT-
ERAL INCIDENTS AT SEA

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE U.S.
AND IRAN

(Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, as a former enlisted soldier
and Army officer, the lives and safety
of our servicemen and -women has al-
ways been one of my top priorities.
Chairman CONYERS and I are, therefore,
calling for the prompt negotiation of a
bilateral naval agreement between the
United States and Iran.

In January of 2008, Iranian Revolu-
tionary Guards naval speedboats en-
gaged in provocative actions against
three U.S. naval vessels, showed little
to no regard for maritime safety, and
the event very nearly escalated into an
armed conflict between the United
States and Iranian vessels.

The Strait of Hormuz is one of the
most crowded shipping lanes in the
world. A conflict in the strait would
have dire consequences for the world’s
oil supply and the international econ-
omy. An average of 15 tankers carrying
between 16 and 17 million barrels of
crude oil pass through the strait each
day, making these waters one of the
most strategically important oil choke
points. The Department of Defense has
stressed the importance of preventing
future naval interactions in the region
from escalating. The U.S. has a signifi-
cant long-standing naval presence in
the Persian Gulf, protecting our sol-
diers and marines in theater and inter-
national shipping lanes critical to
global commerce. A military-to-mili-
tary negotiation of bilateral ‘‘Incidents
at Sea” agreement between the U.S.
and Iran would codify vessel-to-vessel
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communications and improve safety,
similar to the agreement during the
Cold War.

I ask you to join Chairman CONYERS
and me in support of this agreement.

CALLING FOR A BILATERAL
INCIDENTS AT SEA AGREEMENT

(Mr. CONYERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I,
along with GEOFF DAVIS and others—
BoB FILNER, GENE TAYLOR, WALTER
JONEs—are putting forward House Con-
current Resolution 94 so that we can
avoid the incidents of the sea that
could happen in the Straits of Hormuz
because of the incredible number of
commercial ships that traffic that
area. Eight Navy ships, 250 oil tankers
and naval craft of a dozen other na-
tions pass through the strait. These ne-
gotiations have been done before. We
did it with the Soviet Union a genera-
tion ago. It’s very pragmatic. It avoids
any incidents which could start a war,
and could change our relationship with
the oil cartels.

I urge Members to give it consider-
ation.

————
RECOGNIZING RICK BARRENTINE

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to recognize Rick
Barrentine, a talented constituent
from my district, the Sixth Congres-
sional District of Georgia. Rick
Barrentine and his family will be in
Washington this week as he joins a
unique group of Americans, an elite
circle whose artistic work is displayed
upon a United States postage stamp.

On June 5, the U.S. Postal Service
will unveil a new stamp; and on the
face of this stamp is a photograph
taken by Mr. Barrentine, showing a
close-up view of an American flag
draped upon itself. This same flag was
displayed outside of his home until it
was retired recently with the respect
that it deserves. Though Mr.
Barrentine didn’t seek this honor, this
recognition is a testament to his tal-
ents. Looking at this now timeless
image, one can easily grasp Mr.
Barrentine’s appreciation for the sac-
rifice and dedication of all those indi-
viduals, including in his own family,
who carried the Star-Spangled Banner
in the service of our Nation.

This Congress commends him for his
patriotism and for his artistic achieve-
ment. Freedom is inspiring.

———
CLEAN ENERGY JOBS

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, the
Clean Energy Jobs plan, which recently
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emerged from the House Energy and
Commerce Committee, is the next step
to create millions of American jobs in
clean energy efficiency and modern-
izing a smart electric grid. Clean en-
ergy can provide an engine to drive the
Nation out of recession and sustain our
economy for years to come.

In my hometown of Louisville, Ken-
tucky, we are already seeing the divi-
dends from investments made in this
country with the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act in the form of
new green jobs. Earlier this week Gen-
eral Electric announced it would relo-
cate production of a new energy-effi-
cient water heater from China to Lou-
isville’s Appliance Park, which is the
location of the Consumer Products Di-
vision of GE. Federal dollars allocated
to the State energy fund from the
American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act and reserved for the manufacture
of energy-efficient products are avail-
able to support this project and others
like it.

The addition of 450 new green jobs in
Louisville is a sign of the growth we
had hoped would come from our major
investment in the Nation’s economic
recovery and our commitment to mov-
ing this country toward energy inde-
pendence.

——
O 1015

A TRIBUTE TO JIMMY DEE CLARK

(Mr. NEUGEBAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to recognize a great Amer-
ican. Jimmy Clark has served this
country and particularly the 19th Dis-
trict with distinction for 23 years.
Starting off with former Congressman
Larry Combest and now serving as my
deputy chief of staff, Jimmy has served
with great pride and excellence the
people of this district. It is a large dis-
trict. He has traveled many miles to
represent and make sure that the con-
stituents of the 19th District have the
great service that they deserve.

Jimmy brings to the table a lot of ex-
perience. And over the 23 years, he
helped put valuable input from his
farming background into four farm
bills, valuable input that helped shape
what I think is good policy for this
country.

We are going to miss Jimmy Clark.
We are going to miss his service to the
district. When people talk about
Jimmy Clark, they talk about someone
of great honor and character and some-
one who is always willing to help. We
wish Jimmy and his lovely wife, Rita,
all the best as they embark on a new
journey in their life. All of us from the
19th Congressional District, and really
the people of the United States of
America, thank Jimmy Clark for his
great service to his country.
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H.R. 2648, AWARDING THE CON-
GRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL TO
MUHAMMAD ALI

(Mr. CARSON of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, yesterday, I introduced a bill
that will award the Congressional Gold
Medal to Muhammad Ali. Years ago
many of my colleagues before my time
watched Ali defeat Sonny Liston for
the heavyweight title and saw him cap-
ture a gold medal at the 1960 Olympics.

His epic fights inspired a generation.
But it was outside of the ring where Ali
truly made his mark, fighting for civil
rights and racial harmony and com-
bating world hunger and disease. Under
the shadow of 1960s discrimination, few
could have imagined an African Amer-
ican and Muslim would transcend race,
religion and culture to promote peace
around the world. I believe that today,
as so many around the world are strug-
gling, it is more important than ever
to pay tribute to those who selflessly
devote their lives to others.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
recognize a great humanitarian who re-
mains a role model for generations to
come. Join me please in supporting
H.R. 2648.

————
AMERICANS DESERVE ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE CREATED BY

AMERICAN WORKERS

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, under
the Democrats’ national energy tax
plan, American households will pay on
average $3,100 a year in extra energy
costs, and between 1.8 and 7 million
American jobs will be lost. The Presi-
dent admitted under his energy plan,
energy prices would ‘‘necessarily sky-
rocket” and that the cost would be
passed on to American consumers.

Manufacturing jobs will be relocated
to other parts of the world, like India
and China, which have less stringent
environmental restrictions, hurting
American workers and our environ-
ment.

Forcing through Congress an energy
plan that raises energy prices and that
leads to further job loss during a time
of economic crisis is irresponsible and
the wrong direction to take our coun-
try. The American people know that
we can do better.

Republicans want a clean environ-
ment and will create comprehensive
energy solutions that lessen our de-
pendence on foreign oil and that lead
us to a stronger economy.

The American people deserve Amer-
ican energy independence created by
American workers.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
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will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

JOHN S. WILDER POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1817) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 116 North West Street in Som-
erville, Tennessee, as the ‘‘John S.
Wilder Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1817

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. JOHN S. WILDER POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 116
North West Street in Somerville, Tennessee,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘John
S. Wilder Post Office Building™’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘John S. Wilder Post
Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. ISSA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I now
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, as chairman of the
House subcommittee with jurisdiction
over the United States Postal Service,
I am pleased to present H.R. 1817 for
consideration. This legislation will des-
ignate the United States postal facility
located at 116 North West Street in
Somerville, Tennessee, as the ‘“John S.
Wilder Post Office Building.”

Introduced by Representative Marsha
Blackburn on March 31, 2009 and re-
ported out of the Oversight Committee
by unanimous consent on May 6, 2009,
H.R. 1817 enjoys the support of the en-
tire Tennessee delegation.

A longtime resident of Somerville,
Tennessee, John Shelton Wilder admi-
rably devoted over 40 years of his life
to public service, including over 30
years as the Lieutenant Governor of
the State of Tennessee.
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Born on June 3, 1921 in Fayette Coun-
ty, John Wilder attended the Univer-
sity of Tennessee College of Agri-
culture and subsequently received his
juris doctor at the Memphis State Uni-
versity Law School. A distinguished
United States Army veteran of World
War II, Mr. Wilder also served as a
member of the Fayette County Quar-
terly Court, known also as the county
commission, for 18 years.

In 1958, Mr. Wilder was first elected
to the Tennessee State Senate as a
Democrat representing senate district
26, which included Chester, Crockett,
Fayette, Hardin, McNairy, and Wayne
Counties. While he did not run for re-
election in 1960, Mr. Wilder returned to
the State senate in 1966.

Following the adoption of a State
constitutional amendment that ex-
tended the length of terms in the State
senate in Tennessee to 4 years, Mr.
Wilder was elected to his first 4-year
term in 1968 and was subsequently re-
elected to nine consecutive terms until
his retirement in March of 2008.

In 1971, Mr. Wilder’s senate col-
leagues elected him speaker of the
State senate, a position that under the
State constitution also granted him
the title of Lieutenant Governor. And
notably Mr. Wilder became the first
Tennessee Lieutenant Governor in al-
most 50 years to serve under a Gov-
ernor of a different political party, Re-
publican Winfield Dunn.

While the Tennessee General Assem-
bly had not traditionally maintained
its own staff or its own offices prior to
Mr. Wilder’s tenure, State senate
Speaker Wilder undertook a variety of
efforts to enhance the State legisla-
ture’s standing, including the construc-
tion of General Assembly offices.

Mr. Wilder also made a unique mark
by retaining the lieutenant governor-
ship of Tennessee for over 30 years. No-
tably, the State had not previously
seen an individual serve more than
three consecutive terms as speaker of
the State senate since 1870. In contrast
to other elected officials in his posi-
tion, Mr. Wilder never sought higher
office. And he often stated that ‘‘the
speaker likes being speaker.” In fact,
Mr. Wilder’s service as Lieutenant Gov-
ernor from 1971 until 2007 is regarded as
one of the longest Lieutenant Governor
tenures in United States history.

During his simultaneous service as
Lieutenant Governor and as State sen-
ate speaker, Mr. Wilder was widely ad-
mired for his unrivaled and genuine
commitment to bipartisanship. Mr.
Wilder routinely awarded chairman-
ships to both Democratic and Repub-
lican members. And in 1987, Mr. Wilder,
a Democrat, even earned the Repub-
lican Caucus’s nomination for Lieuten-
ant Governor.

Mr. Wilder’s commitment to biparti-
sanship, for the benefit of the citizens
of Tennessee, was further evidenced by
his retirement announcement in March
of 2008. In that address, Mr. Wilder en-
couraged his colleagues to ‘‘be states-
men, to do what is good and right for
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this State of Tennessee and leave par-
tisan politics out of it.”” Mr. Wilder fur-
ther noted the destructive nature of
partisan politics and emphasized that
the success of the State of Tennessee
greatly depended on legislators voting
their conscience, absent the influence
of partisan politics.

Madam Speaker, let us honor this
dedicated public servant, John Shelton
Wilder, through the passage of this leg-
islation to designate the Somerville,
Tennessee, post office in his honor. And
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 1817.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, it is with
great pleasure that I yield such time as
she may consume to the gentlewoman
from Tennessee, the author of the bill,
MARSHA BLACKBURN.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker,
I want to thank my colleague from
Massachusetts for his wonderful words
about Governor Wilder. I will tell you,
though, we probably are having Gov-
ernor Wilder and some of his friends
listening in Somerville, Tennessee,
today who are saying, we need an in-
terpreter on that one so that they can
understand that wonderful New Eng-
land accent to our Southern ears.
Thank you so much for those gracious
words.

It is indeed an honor to stand and to
recognize Governor Wilder. And as the
gentleman from Massachusetts said,
today is his birthday. He is 88 years old
today, so it is wonderful that we are
having this resolution come forward
today and that we are able to designate
the post office in Somerville, Ten-
nessee, for this dedicated public serv-
ant.

He chose to be a Democrat, but he
legislated from the center. And it is so
amazing when you look at his career
and all that he accomplished, because,
Madam Speaker, he chose to build a bi-
partisan conservative governing coali-
tion. And he really took a great
amount of pride in the fact that he es-
tablished that for the State of Ten-
nessee. Indeed, when you look at the
fact that the legislature in the State of
Tennessee is a coequal branch with the
executive branch, you see Governor
Wilder’s handprints on this.

Those of us who had the opportunity
to serve in the State senate and serve
with Governor Wilder did have the op-
portunity to participate in the way he
addressed that coalition. He really is
the embodiment of ‘‘public service.”
And as has been stated, he served under
the leadership of both parties.

He served as Lieutenant Governor
when our now senior Senator, Senator
ALEXANDER, was Governor. Lieutenant
Governor Wilder was indeed the Lieu-
tenant Governor under his time of
service. And indeed Governor Wilder is
the one who granted Governor Alex-
ander an extra 3 days on his term when
Governor Wilder moved forward with
what he called ‘“‘impeachment Ten-
nessee style’” for the incumbent Gov-
ernor who was in place prior to Senator
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ALEXANDER taking the reins as Gov-
ernor of our State.

Indeed, Lieutenant Governor Wilder
served as Lieutenant Governor when
my predecessor in the Seventh Con-
gressional District seat, former Con-
gressman and former Governor Don
Sundquist, was in office. So Lieutenant
Governor Wilder has a storied career. I
also have the opportunity to serve as
his Member of Congress now. And when
he was in the State senate and speaker
of the senate and Lieutenant Governor,
I shared the representation of many of
those west Tennessee counties with
Governor Wilder.

So he has truly had such an incred-
ible career in public service that it is
an honor for me to be able to stand
here and to recognize him and to make
certain that we in this body pay trib-
ute to him by naming that post office
for him there in Somerville, Tennessee.
I know some of my colleagues have
come to the floor to speak on this reso-
lution. And, Madam Speaker, as we all
know, in the State of Tennessee, any-
one who serves in public office has
sought the advice of John Wilder. So
whether you served with him in the
State senate or not, everyone went to
him for advice and counsel as to how
they would carry forth their public du-
ties and how they would serve in the
State of Tennessee.

So I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia for yielding. I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts for his
very kind words. And I thank my col-
leagues for joining me on my bill, H.R.
1817, to appropriately honor and recog-
nize our former Lieutenant Governor.

| rise today to pay tribute to John S. Wilder,
former Lieutenant Governor of Tennessee,
and to express my support of H.R. 1817, leg-
islation to have a Postal Service office building
in Somerville, Tennessee named the “John S.
Wilder Post Office Building.”

Mr. Wilder commendably served the state of
Tennessee for just shy of fifty years, in part as
a member of the Tennessee Senate and as
Lieutenant Governor of Tennessee. He served
as Lieutenant Governor of Tennessee and
Speaker of the Tennessee Senate from 1971
to 2007, becoming both the longest serving
Lieutenant Governor and the longest serving
head of a legislative body in United States his-
tory. For his extraordinary life achievements, |
today honor a man who through example has
exhibited devotion to his community and to the
state of Tennessee.

Today, June third, Mr. Wilder celebrates his
eighty-eighth birthday. The first born son of
Martha and John Wilder, John Shelton Wilder
grew up in Fayette County. He enlisted in the
army and served our country during World
War Il. After the war, he attended the Univer-
sity of Tennessee School of Agriculture, and
then enrolled in Memphis State University,
now the University of Memphis, from where he
obtained a degree in law.

Mr. Wilder was first elected to the Ten-
nessee Senate in 1959. In January 1971, the
Tennessee Senate elected Mr. Wilder to be
the Speaker of the State Senate, which also
made him Tennessee’s Lieutenant Governor.
During his tenure in the Tennessee Senate,
Mr. Wilder was noted for his exceptional lead-
ership skills and his ability to cross party lines
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in garnering the support of both Republicans
and Democrats. His reputation with both par-
ties enabled him to be continuously re-elected
Lieutenant Governor every four years from
1971 until 2007.

Moreover, he served as a state senator until
2007 concluding his remarkable career in pub-
lic service.

Mr. Wilder has been a member of many
commissions, association and committees, in-
cluding the Southern Legislative Conference
Executive Committee, the Tennessee Judicial
Council, Tennessee Industrial and Agricultural
Development Commission, and the National
Conference of State Legislatures Legislative
Leaders. In addition to his legislative work, he
has an active business career as director of
Health Management and Cumberland Savings
Bank, chairman of the board of Cumberland
Bank Shares and First Federal Bank FSI Hold-
ing Company, and he continues to participate
in the management of Longtown Supply Com-
pany, a family owned cotton business founded
in 1887. Additionally, he has worked as an at-
torney in the town of Somerville.

Mr. Wilder has been an extraordinary public
servant for nearly fifty years. With gratitude for
his service to the state of Tennessee, | ask all
members to join me in support of H.R. 1817.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, at this
time, I would like to yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from the Ninth District
of Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).
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Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I want
to thank the Speaker, and Mr. LYNCH
and Congressperson BLACKBURN for
bringing this to the floor and for ex-
tending the time.

I particularly want to thank Con-
gresswoman BLACKBURN for initiating
this concept because John Wilder de-
serves recognition, and he deserves rec-
ognition by having this post office
named for him. We name post offices
quite frequently for people, people that
deserve it. But John Wilder put Fay-
ette County on the map. And when you
put a county on the map, the post of-
fice in those small counties is the place
where the county is. That’s where
mileage is measured from and people
congregate and political gatherings
occur and all that.

John Wilder was my friend, is my
friend, and has had an unbelievable
contribution to the people of Ten-
nessee. I know it’s been discussed how
many years he served as Lieutenant
Governor, longest-serving elected offi-
cial in the free world of a legislative
body, and how much he accomplished.

I served in the Tennessee State Sen-
ate with John Wilder for 24 years. I
think one of his most significant mo-
ments came before I knew him, at a
time when there was segregation in the
South and there were efforts to penal-
ize black farmers in Fayette County,
an instance that John Wilder refers to
it, and many people do who remember
it, as Tent City.

And there were attempts to take ad-
vantage of the sharecroppers and to
force them in certain ways, and John
Wilder didn’t go along with the estab-
lishment and he stood up for civil
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rights, and he stood with the black
farmers in Fayette County, the African
American tenant farmers, and refused
to punish those black tenant farmers
by evicting them or calling in their
crop loans. That’s a moment that John
Wilder refers to when he speaks, and I
believe, for those who are people of
conscience, people in the civil rights
movement throughout the Midsouth
remember John Wilder for that prin-
cipled stand. It was a stand by which
men were known.

One of the other things that John
Wilder did that is most significant is
he instituted a system in Tennessee
where our judges were taken out of the
political spectrum to the extent pos-
sible and put into a selection system.
The Wilder plan, which survived an at-
tempt to eliminate it in this general
assembly, has served Tennessee well,
provides that appellate judges are se-
lected, not elected but selected, and
that that meets the provisions of our
State constitution and allows for
judges who are not well known by the
public to be chosen by a merit process.
They have to stand for approval elec-
tions at the public ballot, the general
election, but they are chosen not ini-
tially in contests where people have to
g0 raise money and campaign on name
recognition, but are selected based on
their qualifications as submitted
through a panel and chosen by the Gov-
ernor from a list of three and then
stand for reelection. And I think all
but one of those people have been ap-
proved by the electorate and main-
tained. So his stand for civil rights and
his stand for meritocracy in the judici-
ary are the two things I think John
Wilder has done that are most, most
admirable of the many.

He also set up a Board of Education
for the State to help K-12 and to put
some common sense into the education
processes in our State. No things are
more important than civil rights, edu-
cation, and a fair and impartial judici-
ary, and John Wilder stood for all of
those.

He’s been a lawyer and respected in
the courtroom. He’s a farmer. He’s a
banker. He has interests in just about
any business that’s important to west
Tennessee, and anything that got done
in west Tennessee, rural west, and
Memphis included, John Wilder had a
stamp on it.

There’s a tower at the University of
Memphis known as the John Wilder
Tower because he was most instru-
mental in securing funds for the Uni-
versity of Memphis, which is the great
State university in west Tennessee.

John Wilder helped me in my career,
appointed me chairman of the State
and Local Government Committee, for
which I served, I think it was, 12 years
in that body. And although there were
times when he was not as enthusiastic
about the Tennessee education lottery
as I was, at the end, there were 22 votes
on the board in the Tennessee Senate
to provide, give the people the right to
vote on a lottery provision that had
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been banned in our constitution since
the early 1800s, and that vote, with
those essential 22 votes, every one was
necessary, Governor John Wilder was
one, Congresswoman MARSHA
BLACKBURN was another, Congressman
LINCOLN DAVIS was another, led to stu-
dents in Tennessee having the oppor-
tunity to go to school.

I thank John Wilder. I thank Con-
gresswoman BLACKBURN for bringing
this, and I'm proud to be a cosponsor of
the John Wilder Post Office.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, at this
time it is my pleasure to introduce yet
another friend of the former Lieuten-
ant Governor, JIMMY DUNCAN, a mem-
ber of the committee and a fellow
Tennesseean. I yield him such time as
he may consume.

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from California
for yielding me this time, and I want to
express my appreciation also to my
colleague from Tennessee, Congress-
woman BLACKBURN for bringing this
legislation to the floor, very appro-
priate legislation.

I have come here to express my great
admiration and respect for Governor
Wilder, in addition to the very kind
things that my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from the 9th District, Congress-
man COHEN, has said, and also what
Congresswoman BLACKBURN has said.

The hills and mountains and valleys
of east Tennessee are very, very dif-
ferent from the flat lands of west Ten-
nessee, but we’re all Tennesseeans. And
even though my district in east Ten-
nessee is very far from Governor
Wilder’s district in west Tennessee,
still, I have known of his work for our
State for many years now, and I have
great respect for that.

I also have seen him in action each
year for many, many years, hosting the
annual legislative luncheon at the Uni-
versity of Tennessee. And Governor
Wilder did so much for the University
of Tennessee, his alma mater and my
alma mater.

I read a few years ago that less than
20 percent of the people in the State
legislative bodies around the country
have served, that less than 20 percent
have served more than 12 years. And so
turnover in legislative bodies is at a
higher rate or level than any time in
our history, contrary to what some
people think. So anyone who serves in
office for such a long number of years
as Governor Wilder has really accom-
plished something that very few people
have done in our history. And you
don’t serve in office for as long as he
did without helping thousands and
thousands of people and doing many,
many good things, both for individual
citizens and for the State as a whole.

And so I just wanted to come here
briefly. I did not have the privilege of
serving in the State senate, as Con-
gressman COHEN and Congresswoman
BLACKBURN did. I never served with
Governor Wilder, but I certainly met
with him many times and saw him at
different inaugurations and at various



H6084

events in Nashville and in my home-
town of Knoxville. And so I appreciate
Governor Wilder, and I admire and re-
spect him, as I said earlier.

And I thank the gentlelady from Ten-
nessee for bringing this legislation to
the floor.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I don’t
believe we have any further speakers at
this time, but I will continue to reserve
our time.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, it is with great
pleasure that I join with the other
Members, primarily of the Tennessee
delegation, who so aptly are wishing a
happy birthday to the Governor today
on his 88th birthday. And I do support
strongly the naming of this post office
after a public servant of such a unique
character and longevity of service.

And now that we have dispensed with
this portion, the suspension, the non-
controversial part, as is the tradition
of this committee, sometimes we make
a point of other things on this allo-
cated time. And today I believe that
it’s appropriate to speak about the im-
pending, before August, cap-and-tax
scheme that has been proposed by the
Speaker and is likely to come to a
vote.

We on this side of the aisle are deeply
concerned about a system which is de-
signed to raise the cost of all utilities
in America, with no offset, no offset,
for the ultimate CO, that is likely to
be created by moving those jobs over-
seas. It’s very clear that cap-and-tax, if
not uniform and enforced, would sim-
ply move American jobs overseas. And
the bill, which is being considered by
the Global Warming, otherwise some-
times called the Junket Committee
here, is in fact something that I op-
pose, and I oppose because it is very
clear that we cannot, in this body, sim-
ply make a decision that we’re going to
stop producing a certain amount of CO,
in the United States. And this, I might
mention, while Air Force One con-
sumes an incredible amount of CO, or
produces an incredible amount of CO,
while flying empty over New York
City.

The world and the air around us is
not isolated. If we go forward with a
cap-and-trade initiative that is not
globally enforced by every single na-
tion, we simply are pollution laun-
dering. We’re saying we’re going to
have cleaner cars here, we're going to
have cleaner this here, and yet CO, will
be produced in other places. Already it
is very clear that China, for every sin-
gle product it produces, is more energy
intensive than the same product pro-
duced in the United States. Literally,
when you import the same product
from China that would otherwise be
made here, although it may be cheaper,
it produces more CO, and a great many
other pollutants.

I've been to China. I've been to
Hanoi. I have been to many of these
countries, and what I generally see are
leaves blackened from the burning of
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coal, with not even scrubbers, much
less any sequestration.

So, Madam Speaker, as we do not dis-
agree one bit on the naming of this
post office, this side of the aisle has to
make it very clear that we do object to
the present form that is being proposed
without any real inclusion of Repub-
licans and with the American jobs at
stake.

And with that, I would yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I do
want to bring this discussion back to
the point at hand and this bill that
seeks to honor Governor Wilder. And I
would hope that, in taking the moment
to dedicate this post office—and I chair
this committee, and we do name a lot
of post offices here. As a matter of fact,
I think sometimes we’ll run out of
names before we run out of post offices.
But I do think that this is one that is
so well deserved because of the wonder-
ful career of bipartisanship, and it dis-
appoints me greatly that people would
take away the focus of this dedication
to harp on a bunch of hot air about
some other issues that are going to
have plenty of time to be debated.

This is a moment that we have to
honor this gentleman, Governor Wild-
er, for his wonderful accomplishment,
and in all the testimony here given
this morning by his closest friends and
his strongest advocates, he is one of
the most bipartisan leaders that we
have had in this country, and he has
held that position as Lieutenant Gov-
ernor for over 30 years. So I want to
make sure that he gets the recognition
that he deserves.

I want to congratulate  Mrs.
BLACKBURN for being the lead sponsor
of this, and Mr. COHEN and all of the
House Members, both Republican and
Democrat, on behalf of the Tennessee
delegation for the wonderful work that
they’ve done.

And I ask all of my colleagues to join
with us in giving due honor to Gov-
ernor Wilder by naming this post office
in Somerville, Tennessee, in his name.

Mr. TANNER. Madam Speaker, | rise in
support of this resolution, which honors a
long-time leader in our state, whose career
has been distinguished and historic.

John Shelton Wilder was first elected to the
Tennessee State Senate in 1958, and, in
1971, was chosen by his Senate colleagues to
serve as Senate Speaker and Lt. Governor.
He served in these capacities until 2006, mak-
ing him the longest-serving leader of a state
legislative body anywhere in this country. Be-
cause of his trademark bipartisanship and his
insistence in wanting “the Senate to be the
Senate,” the Tennessee State Senate accom-
plished many things under Lt. Governor
Wilder’s leadership.

| had the honor of serving alongside Lt.
Governor Wilder in the General Assembly
when | served in the Tennessee House of
Representatives. During my time in this body,
| have been honored to represent some of the
same counties that Lt. Governor Wilder rep-
resented in the Tennessee Senate. | know
firsthand how dedicated he has always been
to serving the public and helping families in
West Tennessee and across our state.
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Madam Speaker, | hope you and our col-
leagues will join us in supporting this resolu-
tion to honor Lt. Gov. John S. Wilder—known
to many of us in Tennessee simply as “Gov-
ernor Wilder"—for his long public service.

Mr. LYNCH. I yield back the balance
of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1817.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
Proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
O 1045

FREDERIC REMINGTON POST
OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2090) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 431 State Street in
Ogdensburg, New York, as the ‘“‘Fred-
eric Remington Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2090

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FREDERIC REMINGTON POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 431
State Street in Ogdensburg, New York, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Frederic
Remington Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Frederic Remington
Post Office Building’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. ISSA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to
present H.R. 2090 for consideration.
This legislation will designate the
United States postal facility located at
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431 State Street in Ogdensburg, New
York, as the Frederic Remington Post
Office Building introduced on April 23,
2009, by the Republican vice chair of
my subcommittee—and the recently
nominated Secretary of Army—Mr.
McHUGH of New York. H.R. 2090 was re-
ported out of the Oversight Committee
by unanimous consent on May 6, 2009.
I’'m also pleased to report that this leg-
islation enjoys strong support from the
New York House delegation.

A long-time resident of the City of
Ogdensburg in St. Lawrence County,
New York, Frederic Remington was a
renowned 19th century painter, illus-
trator, sculptor and writer who special-
ized—and I think in many people’s
minds really captured the essence and
legend of the American West.

Born on October 4, 1861, in Canton,
New York, Frederic Sackrider Rem-
ington moved to Ogdensburg, New
York, in 1873 and attended the Yale
College School of Art before soon heed-
ing the call to go west.

Remington’s early travels through
America’s new frontier in the late 1800s
provided him with the unique oppor-
tunity to observe scenes that he had
imagined since his childhood and
gained an authentic view on America’s
west that would later translate into his
unparalleled and inspirational depic-
tions of frontier life.

Harper’s Weekly published
Remington’s first commercial illustra-
tion in 1882 and Remington soon began
to receive a steady flow of commis-
sioned work from additional publica-
tions, including Collier’s, that were
searching for authenticity in Western
themes. Remington’s first full cover
appeared in Harper’s in 1886 when he
was only 25 years old. And in 1887,
Remington received a highly regarded
commission for 83 illustrations for a
book by Theodore Roosevelt entitled
“Ranch Life and the Hunting Trail.”
This latter assignment provided a sig-
nificant boost to Remington’s career
and marked the beginning of a lifelong
bond between the artist and Roosevelt.

Despite his success as a magazine and
book illustrator, Remington was fo-
cused on further developing his artistic
abilities; and in the mid-1880s and
1890s, he turned his attention to water
and full-color oil painting as well as
sculpture. In order to retain the au-
thenticity of his work, Remington em-
barked on annual trips to the West and
even created a Western environment in
his New York studio by surrounding
himself with objects collected from his
various travels.

In noted paintings, such as the ‘‘Re-
turn of the Blackfoot War Party” and
“Mule Train Crossing the Sierras,” and
““A Dash For the Timber,”” Remington
continued to evidence a unique ability
to handle complex compositions and
realistically capture the sweeping
landscapes, heroic figures and moments
of danger and conflicts which came to
epitomize the American West. In 1888,
Remington even achieved the honor of
having two of his paintings used for re-
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production on TUnited States postal
stamps.

In the mid-1890s, Remington quickly
mastered a new medium and became
immersed in sculpture. Similar to his
previous illustrations and paintings,
well-known Remington bronzes such as
“The Broncho Buster’” and ‘‘The Chey-
enne’’ were highly regarded for their
detail, movement, energy, and overall
realism. Notably, Remington’s piece
“The Broncho Buster,” was presented
to Theodore Roosevelt following the
Rough Riders’ return from the Span-
ish-American War, an honor that Rem-
ington deemed the ‘‘greatest com-
pliment I ever had.”

Regrettably, Frederic Remington
died on December 26, 1909, at the young
age of 48 and at the height of his pro-
fession. Nevertheless, he was able to
produce over 3,000 drawings and paint-
ings, 22 bronze sculptures, over 100 arti-
cles and stories, and even a novel and a
Broadway play over the course of a ca-
reer that inspired the American imagi-
nation and immortalized the Western
experience.

Madam Speaker, let us honor the
great 19th century artist, Mr. Frederic
Remington, through the passage of this
legislation to designate the Ogdensburg
post office in his honor. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
2090.

I reserve the balance of our time.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, at this
time due to the entry of the Ronald
Reagan statue here in Statuary Hall, I
ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) be able
to control my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

There was no objection.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

The pretty long speech here that was
put together by staff on Mr. MCHUGH’s
post office renaming, and some of it
will be, I think, redundant from Mr.
LYNCH’s comments, but I think it’s im-
portant that we do give the proper re-
spect to the Frederic Remington Post
Office Building.

I rise in support of H.R. 2090, a bill
designating the postal facility located
at 431 State Street in Ogdensburg, New
York, as the Frederic Remington Post
Office Building in honor of the re-
nowned 19th century sculptor, painter,
author and illustrator.

Frederic Remington was born in Can-
ton, New York, in 1861 and moved to
Ogdensburg, New York, in 1873. He
headed west to the Montana territory
and is best known for his depictions of
frontier life of the American West, in-
cluding cowboys taming broncos, cav-
alry soldiers engaged in battle, and Na-
tive American warriors and scouts. He
began his career as a magazine illus-
trator upon his return east, when he
sold his first sketches to Harper’s
Weekly.

In the mid-1880s, Remington moved
from illustration to water color and oil
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painting; and in 1895, he began
sculpting in bronze. He ultimately pro-
duced nearly 3,000 drawings and paint-
ings, 22 sculptures, and eight volumes
of writings throughout his career.
Frederic Remington died on December
26, 1909, thus making 2009 the 100th an-
niversary of his death. Unfortunately,
he was only 48 years old and died at the
height of his popularity.

In 1961, the U.S. Postal Service issued
a postal stamp to commemorate the
100th anniversary of Frederic
Remington’s birth. The stamp featured
an oil painting drawn by Remington in
1905 entitled ‘‘Smoke Signal.” Over 111
million Remington stamps were issued
by the postal service.

Remington’s works can be found
throughout the Nation in some of
America’s highly regarded museums,
including the Art Institute of Chicago,
the Metropolitan Museum of Art, and
many others. In fact, ‘“The Broncho
Buster,” the stirring Remington sculp-
ture to this day remains in a promi-
nent location within the Oval Office at
the White House.

Today a comprehensive collection of
original Remington paintings, sketches
and sculptures are housed at the Fred-
eric Remington Art Museum founded in
1923 and located in Ogdensburg, New
York.

Frederic Remington was one of
northern New York’s most famous resi-
dents, and his home town of
Ogdensburg is one of the most historic
destinations. Located along the St.
Lawrence River, Ogdensburg was the
site of key battles during the French
and Indian War as well as the War of
1812. In fact, the city was captured by
British forces during the famed Battle
of Ogdensburg in the War of 1812.

Ogdensburg was also the site of the
appropriately titled Ogdensburg Agree-
ment of 1940. This was a joint defense
pact between the Canadian Prime Min-
ister and President Franklin Roo-
sevelt.

Ogdensburg’s post office is also of
historic significance and was listed in
the National Historic Register in 1977.
The building serves as the oldest active
post office in New York and among the
oldest in the United States. It was con-
structed between 1867 and 1870; and in
August of 1872, President Grant visited
the building for a public reception. It is
also very likely Frederic Remington
himself would have sent some of his
correspondence from the very post of-
fice that will be dedicated in his name.

I rise today to ask my colleagues to
join me in support of this legislation to
designate the Ogdensburg, New York,
post office as the Frederic Remington
Post Office Building.

I reserve the balance of my time

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, we
have no further speakers at this mo-
ment. I continue to reserve.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. I would yield
as much time as she may consume to
the gentlelady from North Carolina
(Ms. FOxXXx).

Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague for
yielding.
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Madam Speaker, I want to commend
my colleague, Mr. MCHUGH, for intro-
ducing this legislation to honor Fred-
eric Remington. I'm sure it is a very
well-deserved honor, and I'm glad that
we have the opportunity to do it here
today.

However, there is a really critical
issue facing our country these days,
and it is the cap-and-tax plan that the
Democrats are doing their best to get
passed in the House of Representatives.
We know that the Commerce and En-
ergy Committee voted it out the night
we left for our district work period for
Memorial Day. But we also know that
it is not good legislation for this coun-
try.

The truth behind the Democrats’ cap-
and-tax plan is that it is a national en-
ergy tax which will Kkill jobs, raise
taxes, and lead to more government in-
trusion in our lives. This is an irre-
sponsible proposal that will do more
harm than good. The President’s en-
ergy plan is a $646 billion national en-
ergy tax that will hit every American
family, small business and family
farm. Family energy costs will rise on
average by more than $3,100 a year.
Those hardest hit by this massive tax
will be the poor, who experts agree
spend a greater proportion of their in-
come on energy consumption. So much
for the President’s promise to cut taxes
for everybody who makes less than
$200,000 a year.

A devastating consequence will be
fewer jobs for hardworking Americans.
Various studies suggest anywhere from
1.8 million to 7 million jobs could be
lost.

Republicans believe there are better
solutions than more taxes, fewer jobs,
and more government intrusion. House
Republicans want to increase American
energy production made by American
workers, encourage greater efficiency
and conservation, and promote the use
of clean alternative fuels. House Re-
publicans offer a plan that is more en-
vironmentally friendly than the Demo-
cratic plan. The Democrat cap-and-tax
plan will relocate manufacturing
plants overseas in countries with far
less stringent environmental regula-
tions.

Furthermore, the GOP plan will in-
clude nuclear energy which does not
emit carbon. We find it very inter-
esting that we know very well that the
French, who have gotten 80 percent of
their electricity from nuclear power,
have no problem with their nuclear
waste because they recycle everything
and wind up with very, very small
amounts of waste and yet the Demo-
crats deny this opportunity to create
electricity from nuclear power.

We think the American public needs
to be made aware of this issue, and
we’re going to do everything we can to
educate the public on the disastrous
way that the Democrats are taking
this country in terms of cap-and-tax.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, before I yield back my time, I would
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just say that I think the gentlelady
from North Carolina makes an out-
standing point. This cap-and-trade/cap-
and-tax concept, all you’ve got to do is
look at the Heritage Foundation study,
which rank-orders all 435 Congressional
districts in this country who would be
most negatively impacted, who would
lose jobs because of this proposal. And
it hits home because nine of the top 10
most affected districts are in Ohio and
Indiana. I happen to represent one of
those districts in Ohio. We’d be fourth
hardest hit in the country. It doesn’t
take a genius to figure out if you are
heavy into manufacturing, as we are,
and frankly, rely on coal, from coal-
fired plants on the Ohio River to pro-
vide your electricity needs, you’re
going to get hit hard. This is a terrible
move for our country, but it will have
disproportionately negative impacts on
the Midwest. That’s why we should de-
feat this proposal.

With that, I would yield back the bal-
ance of our time.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, again,
I would like to bring the discussion
back to the matter at hand which is
the dedication of this post office in
Ogdensburg, New York, in memory of
Frederic Remington.

I think it’s especially notable that
people would take away from the honor
that’s trying to be bestowed here by a
Republican colleague and, you know, a
nominee for Secretary of the Army.
Mr. MCcHUGH asked that we take a mo-
ment and designate this post office in
memory of one of New York’s most re-
nowned citizens and someone who has
provided great service to this country
in his artistic work in capturing an era
of our country that is enormously im-
portant to all of us.

And I know a lot of people out there
must be very confused. What does the
French use of nuclear power have to do
with the post office being named on be-
half of Frederic Remington? And there
is no connection.
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There is no connection. There is a
denigration going on here, a discour-
tesy, I think, to Mr. MCHUGH, a dis-
courtesy to the people of New York by
the Republican Party, and taking this
moment of recognition away from Mr.
Remington and his memory, away from
Mr. MCHUGH and the object of his legis-
lation, to spout on about issues that
can be spouted on about at different
times and more appropriate times. We
do not have to have either discussion of
one issue at the cost of reducing the re-
spect and courtesy that are due to
Members and particular initiatives
that they put forward that they deem
important to their districts and to the
people that they represent.

I will not do that. I will not go on
about cap-and-trade. I will wait for the
debate on cap-and-trade. I will not go
on about whether I think the French
are doing the right thing with nuclear
power and the disposal of their waste.
I'll wait on that. There will be appro-
priate times to discuss that.
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What we’re here about today in this
bill is recognizing Frederic Remington
for what he provided for in this coun-
try in his brief time on this Earth and
in a way that is consistent with the
wishes of the sponsor of this legisla-
tion, the Republican gentleman from
New York (Mr. MCHUGH) who deserves
our respect.

And with that, I urge all my Mem-
bers to join with Congressman
MCcHUGH, the nominee for the Sec-
retary of the Army, a good choice in
my opinion, and support this measure
unanimously.

Mr. MCHUGH. Madam Speaker, | rise today
as the proud sponsor of H.R. 2090, which
would designate the Ogdensburg, New York
post office in honor of renowned 19th-century
American sculptor, painter, author and illus-
trator Frederic Remington. | want to thank the
Gentleman from New York (Mr. TOWNS) and
the Gentleman from California (Mr. 1ssA) for
their work to bring this legislation to the floor
today. | also want to thank the members of the
New York delegation for cosponsoring this
measure along with Representative CHAFFETZ,
Ranking Member of the House Subcommittee
on Federal Workforce, Postal Service, and the
District of Columbia.

Frederic Remington was born in Canton,
New York, in 1861 and moved to Ogdensburg,
New York in 1873. Best known for his depic-
tions of frontier life of the American West, in-
cluding cowboys taming broncos, cavalry sol-
diers engaged in battle, and Native American
warriors and scouts, Remington first headed
west to the Montana Territory in 1881. Upon
his return east, he sold his first sketches to
Harper's Weekly, thus beginning his career as
a magazine illustrator.

In the mid 1880s, Remington moved from il-
lustration to water-color and oil painting, and
in 1895 began sculpting in bronze. He ulti-
mately produced nearly 3,000 drawings and
paintings, 22 sculptures, and eight volumes of
writings throughout his career. Frederic Rem-
ington died on December 26, 1909, thus mak-
ing 2009 the 100th anniversary of his death.
Unfortunately, he was only 48 years old and
died at the height of his popularity.

In 1961 the U.S. Postal Service issued a
stamp to commemorate the 100th anniversary
of Frederic Remington’s birth. The stamp fea-
tured an oil painting drawn by Remington in
1905 entitled “Smoke Signal.” Over 111 mil-
lion Remington stamps were issued by the
Postal Service.

Remington’s works can be found throughout
the nation, in some of America’s most highly
regarded museums, including the Art Institute
in Chicago, the Metropolitan Museum of Art,
and many others. Indeed, President Obama
has kept “The Bronco Buster,” the stirring
Remington sculpture, in a prominent location
within the Oval Office at the White House.

Today, a comprehensive collection of origi-
nal Remington paintings, sketches and sculp-
tures are housed at the Frederic Remington
Art Museum, founded in 1923, and located in
Ogdensburg, New York. The Remington Mu-
seum is open year-round, and offers many
programs for the public, including school tours,
gallery talks, exhibit openings and workshops.
Since the Museum’s founding, purchases and
donations of Remington art and personal arti-
facts have added significantly to the breadth of
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this amazing collection. The Remington Muse-
um’s importance to the residents of my Con-
gressional District can be attributed to both its
cultural and historical significance, as well as
its economic impact on the surrounding com-
munity.

Frederic Remington was, indeed, one of
Northern New York's most famous residents
and it is fitting we honor his artistic contribu-
tions to the world. It is also fitting that
Ogdensburg, one of America’s most historic
destinations, be the home of such an equally
historic figure. Located along the strategic St.
Lawrence River, Ogdensburg was the site of
key battles during the French and Indian War
as well the War of 1812. In fact, the city was
captured by British forces during the famed
Battle of Ogdensburg in the War of 1812.
Ogdensburg was also the site of the appro-
priately titted Ogdensburg Agreement of 1940.
This was a joint defense pact signed between
Canadian Prime Minister Mackenzie King and
President Franklin Roosevelt.

It is also fitting that such a storied city has
a duly historic post office. In fact, the
Ogdensburg Post Office was listed in the Na-
tional Historic Register in 1977. The building
serves as the oldest active post office in New
York State and among the oldest in the United
States. It was constructed between 1867 and
1870, and is truly a building befitting of this
honor. Of note, on August 7, 1872, President
Ulysses S. Grant visited the building for a pub-
lic reception. It is also very likely Frederic
Remington himself would have sent some of
his correspondence from the very post office
that will be dedicated in his name.

Accordingly, | ask my colleagues to support
this legislation to designate the Ogdensburg,
New York Post Office as the Frederic Rem-
ington Post Office Building.

Mr. LYNCH. I yield back the balance
of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LyYNcH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2090.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
CARL B. SMITH POST OFFICE

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2173) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1009 Crystal Road in Island
Falls, Maine, as the ‘“Carl B. Smith
Post Office’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CARL B. SMITH POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 1009
Crystal Road in Island Falls, Maine, shall be
known and designated as the ‘“‘Carl B. Smith
Post Office”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
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be a reference to the ‘“Carl B. Smith Post Of-
fice”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to
present H.R. 2173 for consideration.
This legislation will designate the
United States postal facility located at
1009 Crystal Roads in Island Falls,
Maine, as the ‘““Carl B. Smith Post Of-
fice.”

This bill, introduced by my colleague
and friend, Representative  MIKE
MICHAUD of Maine, on April 29, 2009,
was reported out of the Oversight Com-
mittee by unanimous consent on May
6, 2009, and enjoys the support of both
members of Maine’s House delegation.

A lifelong resident of the town of Is-
land Falls, Maine, Carl B. Smith dedi-
cated over half of his life to public
service and local and State govern-
ment, the United States military, and
the United States Postal Service.

Born on March 30, 1922, Carl B. Smith
graduated from Sherman High School
in 1940 and 2 years later joined the
United States Army Corps. Representa-
tive Smith’s subsequent 10-year tenure
in the United States Army included
service in Europe during World War II,
as well as service in Japan and Korea
during the Korean conflict. He would
go on to become a lifelong member of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 7529
out of Island Falls as well.

Following his discharge from the
service, Representative Smith attended
barber school and proceeded to serve
his beloved community of Island Falls
as a barber for 30 years. In addition, he
also worked as a rural letter carrier
with the United States Postal Service
and, of course, was a proud member of
the Maine Rural Letter Carriers Union.

Representative Smith would subse-
quently embark on a distinguished ca-
reer in local and State government.

First, he served as the town clerk of
Island Falls for 13 years and later
served on the Island Falls Board of Se-
lectmen.

In 1980, Mr. Smith was elected to the
Maine State Legislature as the rep-
resentative serving house district 140,
which includes Island Falls, Ludlow,
Oakfield, Sherman, and other areas.
His admirable career in the Maine
House of Representatives would span 10
yvears, during which time he was a
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member of the State’s Joint Standing
Committee on Inland Fisheries and
Wildlife, Agriculture, and State and
Local Government.

Throughout his tenure in the Maine
State House, Mr. Smith was widely
noted for his efforts on behalf of envi-
ronmental causes, as well as his devo-
tion to social issues such as poverty,
health, and aging.

In 1987, Mr. Smith received statewide
recognition when he was selected by
House Speaker John L. Martin to serve
on the Maine Commission on Outdoor
Recreation. Upon announcing Rep-
resentative Smith’s appointment to
the commission, Speaker Martin de-
scribed Smith as an ‘‘extremely hard-
working legislator who has devoted a
great amount of time and energy to en-
vironmental issues.”

Regrettably, Carl B. Smith passed
away on October 4, 2000, at the age of
78.

Madam Speaker, let us honor this
dedicated public servant through the
passage of this legislation to designate
the Island Falls post office in Carl B.
Smith’s honor.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting H.R. 2173.

I reserve the balance of our time.

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for introducing this. I
think it’s appropriate that the Con-
gress at times names post offices, but 1
don’t think that it is appropriate that
we spend hours and hours doing it.

I think that if we ask our constitu-
ents at home if they want us to spend
more time naming post offices or talk-
ing about post offices that have been
named or talking about something im-
portant that will really affect them
like cap-and-trade or cap-and-tax com-
ing down the road, I think they’d say
the latter. And I plan to vote for this
post office naming, and I think it’s ap-
propriate that Carl B. Smith have a
post office named after him in Maine.

Now, I think it’s important that peo-
ple across the country know what we’re
going to be debating this summer. It’s
going to affect them and affect them
deeply, and if I was convinced that
we’re going to have adequate debate
time on the floor for cap-and-trade,
then I might feel more inclined to talk
about post offices. But my guess is,
when it comes to this, we’re going to
be having a very small amount of time
actually on the floor. Very few amend-
ments, if history is any guide, will be
allowed on this cap-and-trade legisla-
tion, and there will be a truncated time
and space that we actually have to talk
about what is going to affect people all
across the country.

Now, if I were supporting this cap-
and-trade legislation that’s coming
down the pike, believe me, I wouldn’t
want to talk about it much here either
because I think the more people learn
about it, the more they fear about
what is coming down the road here.

What is coming down the road are
higher energy taxes. Let’s be real here.
And I think some on the other side of
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the aisle have been honest enough to
admit that. The Representative from
Michigan said it best: I think nobody
in this country realizes that cap-and-
trade is a tax, and it’s a great big one.
Even the President, we know, said dur-
ing his campaign that electricity
prices, energy prices would necessarily
skyrocket under cap-and-trade.

So we know that that’s going to hap-
pen, but let’s be honest about it. This
is a high energy tax that Americans all
over the country are going to be paying
that’s going to come to Washington,
and then Washington is going to decide
how to spend it, likely on something
completely different.

If we want to be honest about helping
the environment, then just impose a
carbon tax and make it revenue neu-
tral, give commensurate tax relief on
the other side. Myself and another Re-
publican colleague have introduced
that legislation to do just that. Let’s
have an honest debate about whether
or not we want to help the environ-
ment by actually having something
that is revenue neutral where you tax
consumption as opposed to income.
Then you would have a real honest de-
bate at least here.

Instead, this is a revenue source to
pay for other items. Not just that, it is
a revenue source that is haphazardly
imposed, more tax that is haphazardly
imposed. I shouldn’t say haphazardly
because I think it’s by design. When
you look at this cap-and-trade legisla-
tion that is coming through committee
now, you realize that certain sectors,
certain utilities and others, have been
exempted from it, will be given permits
instead of sold permits to pollute.

And so this is nothing more than
bringing more revenue to Washington,
deciding who is going to be taxed in the
end, and down the road somehow the
environment is supposed to be helped.

But whenever you have just a new
revenue source for Washington to de-
cide how you’re going to spend it, you
don’t really have an honest debate
about what you’'re doing, let’s face it.

What we’re likely to have is some-
thing like we’ve had over the past few
decades with ethanol policy where
we’ve subsidized ethanol again and
again, every year more and more, by
tariffs, by market protections, by all-
out subsidies. You name it, we’ve pro-
tected that industry. And in the end,
what have we gained by it? I think it’s
a record that is dubious at best, and we
keep saying we are just going to prime
the pump just a few more years and it
will be on its own, but it never is. Now,
it’s not working that well, but it’s a
bridge to something else.

Let’s be honest about this debate.
Let’s have a debate where if you’re
going to help the environment, if you
feel that we ought to put a value on
carbon, then do it in a revenue neutral
manner so you’re not bringing more
revenue to Washington, and that’s
what this cap-and-trade legislation is
about.

I don’t know how else you can put it.
That’s why it’s important to talk
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about this rather than simply talk
about post offices being named because
this will affect the average American
family in a big way. Some have esti-
mated a few thousand dollars a year it
might impact the average American
family.

Whatever it is is going to impose a
cost on the economy that is very dif-
ficult at this point to bear. And for
what? What do we get in return? More
revenue that Washington can spend on
a different purpose or some other pro-
gram? That’s what this is turning into
right now.

So I think it’s appropriate, Madam
Speaker, that we talk about cap-and-
trade today, and I'm glad that we have
something on the floor that allows us
to do that.

And with that, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve.

Mr. FLAKE. I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
CHAFFETZ) be allowed to control the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, I
appreciate and thank my colleague
from Massachusetts.

I rise in support of H.R. 2173, to des-
ignate the United States postal facility
at 1009 Crystal Road in Island Falls,
Maine, as the ‘““Carl B. Smith Post Of-
fice Building.”

As an advocate for all of the citizens
in Maine’s House District 140, State
Representative Carl B. Smith was a
standout legislator in the Maine House
of Representatives.

After graduating from Sherman High
School in 1940, and then marrying
Annie Jane Porter in 1946, Representa-
tive Smith began a long and distin-
guished career in a number of fields.
Prior to his marriage, Mr. Smith joined
the Army Air Corps in 1942, serving in
Europe during World War II, and in
Japan and Korea during the Korean
conflict for a total of 10 years. He then
returned to his home in Island Falls
where he trained and worked for over
30 years as the local barber.

Throughout the years, Mr. Smith
served as the town clerk of Island
Falls, town selectman, and for 10 years
as a rural letter carrier for the United
States Postal Service.

Mr. Smith’s successful and varied ca-
reers made him well-suited for public
office. His responsiveness to the needs
of the citizens of his district ensured
him of a successful 10 years in the
State legislature.

He believed that as a true representa-
tive of his constituents it was his obli-
gation to introduce legislation when
asked to do so by a citizen even though
there were times he did not necessarily
support the bill. He believed by doing
this he was giving the requesting citi-
zens an opportunity to have an issue
that was important to them addressed.
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He had a deep belief in local input on
legislation and local control of devel-
opment issues. Mr. Smith was also a
strong advocate in requiring the State
to reimburse any locality 75 percent of
the cost of all mandated programs.

A true representative of the long-
held ideal of Maine’s citizens, Mr.
Smith felt very strongly about energy
and environmental conservation issues.
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He championed many environmental
initiatives and served on committees
in the legislature related to fisheries
and wildlife.

During his time in the legislature, he
supported the Clean Indoor Air Act, a
nonsmoking ban for the State. Another
area of interest to Mr. SMITH was pris-
on reform. While serving on the Correc-
tions Committee, he proposed a bill
that would provide a restitution pro-
gram where imprisoned persons con-
victed of nonviolent crimes worked to
pay their room and board at the prison,
supporting their dependents, and pay
damages owed to persons as a result of
their crimes.

Representative SMITH personified the
ideals of this country. He served his
country in war, worked hard in his
community of Island Falls, and was
elected to serve in the State legisla-
ture, where he was able to positively
affect the lives of citizens of Maine
well beyond the borders of his legisla-
tive district.

With gratitude for his service to the
State of Maine, I ask all Members to
join me in the support of H.R. 2173.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, at this
time I'd like to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from northern Virginia (Mr.
CONNOLLY).

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I thank my colleague and my
friend from Massachusetts. I can’t help
but rise, having heard our friend from
Arizona who decided that really we
were sort of wasting our time, despite
the words of our friend from Utah just
now, on the naming of a post office.

I'm reminded of the words from the
book of Ecclesiastes that to everything
there is a season. Today, at this mo-
ment, that season involves the naming
of a post office that matters a lot to
that community, that family, the
memory of that individual, to the
Members who represent that area in
the United States Congress.

There will be time enough to debate
cap-and-trade. In fact, last night we
spent over an hour talking about cap-
and-trade on our side of the aisle. I was
privileged to participate in that.

But I think that it’s easy sometimes
when one has perfected the politics of
““gotcha’ to sound sanctimonious that
one is rising above the trivial and ad-
dressing real issues when, as a matter
of fact, in this body we address a whole
range of issues.

I just rise in defense of the naming of
a post office that’s not trivial to part
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of the folks we represent in this body
and hardly represents the avoidance of
a vigorous debate that I look forward
to on cap-and-trade when that season
is right.

I thank my friend from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. I yield such time as
she may consume to my distinguished
colleague from the State of North
Carolina (Ms. FOXX).

Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague
from Utah for the recognition. I want
to make it clear, as my colleague from
Arizona made it clear, we mean no dis-
respect, no denigration to the people
for whom these post offices are being
named. In fact, we’re all very proud of
Mr. McHUGH, the nominee for the Sec-
retary of the Army, whose bill preceded
this bill.

I want to commend my colleague
from Maine for introducing this legis-
lation to honor Carl B. Smith with a
post office named in his honor. How-
ever, we know the way that things are
handled around here. It’s been all too
clear a pattern.

When it comes time to debate the
legislation that is of major significance
to everyone in this country, we wind up
with closed rules and we wind up with
debate cut off. And so it is up to us to
inform the American people at every
opportunity that we have what the im-
pact of proposed legislation by the ma-
jority is going to be.

We hear over and over again when
earmarks are requested by people on
the other side that it’s important that
they bring home the bacon to their dis-
tricts. Well, it’s important to our con-
stituents that they be told how much
this cap-and-tax bill is going to cost
them, because many Americans do not
know it.

And I would say that the things that
I have heard in Special Orders and even
in the 1-minutes where folks on the
other side are talking about cap-and-
tax, it’s as though we’re talking about
two different bills.

So we’re not really having a debate
on the merits of a piece of legislation.
We’re hearing a lot of propaganda
about that legislation, but we’re not
having a real true debate on it. So it’s
up to us to inform the American people
of the facts of the legislation.

As my colleagues have said before,
the cap-and-tax bill that was passed
out of the Congress in the Energy Com-
mittee a couple of weeks ago is a gov-
ernment planning scheme. It is more of
taking all the choices in people’s lives
in this country up to the Federal Gov-
ernment level.

It will stifle private sector innova-
tion. We are the most innovative coun-
try in the world because of the freedom
that we have, and yet all the legisla-
tion coming through this Congress is
aimed at stifling that freedom.

It is going to result in higher con-
sumer energy prices. We know that.
The President has admitted it. One of
our colleagues from Michigan has ad-
mitted it’s a huge tax. The President
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has said the prices are going to sky-
rocket. So how can they deny it when
their own leadership has said it?

We know it’s going to result in job
losses, lower wages, and stock devalu-
ation. It’s not likely to reduce emis-
sions, and there is no guarantee that
reducing U.S. emissions is going to
stop what is being called global warm-
ing. We don’t even know that human
beings are causing the global warming.

So we’re using—I'm not even sure
you can call it bad science. I think
using the term ‘‘science’” in conjunc-
tion with what is the underlying ra-
tionale for this bill is too strong a
word.

But Republicans do have an alter-
native. Contrary to what our col-
leagues are saying over and over, we
are not the Party of No. We are the
Party of Do, and do right by the Amer-
ican people.

The American Energy Innovation
Act, which is the Republican alter-
native to this, encourages innovation
within the energy market to create the
renewable fuel options and energy ca-
reers of tomorrow. It promotes greater
conservation and efficiency by pro-
viding incentives for easing energy de-
mand and creating a cleaner, more sus-
tainable environment.

It increases the production of Amer-
ican energy by responsibly utilizing all
available resources and technologies
and streamlining burdensome regula-
tions.

We have an alternative. It is a viable
alternative. But that bill will never be
debated. You talk about wanting de-
bate. You talk about wanting discus-
sions. Why not bring that bill up and
let it be debated? Why not put it up for
a vote just like the cap-and-tax bill
will be put up for a vote?

No, that’s not the way of this major-
ity. The way of this majority is to sti-
fle every idea that is good for this
country and say, We won. We’re going
to do what we want to do. That’s the
attitude of the majority party. That is
not true debate.

We would love to have true debate.
We’d love to see the people on this
floor have choices. They are not being
given choices. They’re not being al-
lowed to debate.

So, Madam Speaker, we don’t mean
in any way to take away from the hon-
ors being given to these people for
whom post offices are being named. As
was pointed out earlier, one of them
was by one of our Republican col-
leagues that we respect. But we think
it’s important to inform the American
people of what they will be facing if
some of the legislation being proposed
by the Democrat majority is passed.

Mr. LYNCH. I yield myself such time
as I may consume just to rebut the fal-
lacy that the other side of the aisle
needs to step on a bill that Mr.
McHUGH put forward to recognize
someone from his district because
we’re naming a post office for that in-
dividual; or the gentleman from Ten-
nessee who was honored, Governor
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Wilder, 30 years served as Lieutenant
Governor of that State.

The other side argues that there’s a
lack of opportunity to talk about these
other issues so they have to use the
time that was designated to honor
these people—a very brief amount of
time, by the way. Normally, just a few
minutes on each side, we get rid of
these bills. They have extended the
time we have spent on this floor.

But I just want to take today’s
schedule. Today’s schedule, we have
hearings all over the Capitol. We have
14 hearings in the Senate; some of
those dealing with cap-and-trade. We
have 18 hearings where Members of
Congress will stand behind micro-
phones just like this one and expound
of their views on issues everywhere
from agriculture to appropriations to
energy and commerce, which is the
subject matter that the other side
would like to talk about.

There are ample opportunities for
people in Congress to talk and talk and
talk. Matter of fact, it reminds me of
that movie, ‘‘Charlie Wilson’s War.”
Charlie Wilson’s secretary, who was
not familiar with the workings of Con-
gress, turned to the Congressman and
said, Charlie, why do Members of Con-
gress talk and talk and talk and talk
and never do anything? And Charlie
turned to her and he said, Well, honey,
mostly it’s tradition. And that’s what’s
going on here.

I have great respect for the ranking
member, the gentleman from Utah,
who came up and talked about the bill
that was on the floor, talked about its
merits. And Carl B. Smith; this is a
post office being named after a gen-
tleman who worked as a rural letter
carrier.

Now you may laugh down your nose
at that, but we seem to think that’s
honorable service to our country. Just
because this guy was a letter carrier is
no reason for Members on the other
side of the aisle to denigrate his serv-
ice, to denigrate the honor that’s being
bestowed upon him.

This man worked his entire life. He
was a veteran. He was a letter carrier.
This is the backbone of America. He
was a proud union member. He dedi-
cated his life. He was a good American.
He put on the uniform of this country.
Served in the Army. What about his
service? What about his service?

Instead, we get a bunch of . . . stand-
ing up here spouting about stuff that
you can talk in any single committee
hearing on this schedule.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, 1
ask to take his words down.

Mr. LYNCH. I withdraw my com-
ments. I apologize. I apologize on the
word ‘‘blowhard.” I retract that. I re-
tract that.

Instead, we have Members——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the words are stricken.

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. I ask to strike.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts will pro-
ceed.
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Mr. LYNCH. That was overreaching
on my part.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will proceed.

Mr. LYNCH. Instead of giving those
gentlemen—the gentleman from Ten-
nessee, who served 30 years, Carl
Smith, 30 years as an elected official
and a postal servicemember, and Fred-
eric Remington—giving them their due
time on this floor, the brief moment
that they have, probably the highest
moment of achievement for certainly
Mr. Smith in Maine—and, by the way,
the sponsor of that resolution, MIKE
MICHAUD, is actually chairing a sub-
committee on Veterans’ Affairs so he
can’t be here. So he has relied upon us
to extend the basic courtesy to some-
one in his district who dedicated their
lives to this country.

He was a man of a common position;
just a rural letter carrier—like a lot of
folks in this country, from a small
town—and we’re trying to name a post
office after him.

Mr. MICHAUD sent this bill over while
he is in committee dealing with vet-
erans’ affairs and debating those issues
and asked us to handle this. I just
think some of us have handled that re-
sponsibility poorly. That’s what I
think. That’s my opinion.

And I just wish that even though you
may look down your nose at this, you
may not think that this is important
at all, it’s very important for these
families and for these individuals to be
honored.

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
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Mr. CHAFFETZ. May I inquire as to
the remaining time, please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah has 5 minutes re-
maining, and the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts has 10 minutes remaining.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. 1 yield myself as
much time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, let me just say that
I appreciate the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts and sometimes the emo-
tions. It seems to me, having just
joined this debate, that we have spent
more time criticizing what the Repub-
lican side of the aisle would like to
talk about and that we have started to
engage in the politics of personal de-
struction as opposed to talking about
the issues of the day that are going to
affect not just this one letter carrier
who has served honorably.

I just want to reiterate the great
work and dedication that this indi-
vidual gave to the State. I think it is
appropriate that we recognize and have
a post office named after him. That’s
quite an honor that will stay, I hope,
for a long, long period of time, for eons
of time so that people can appreciate
and can get to know and recognize him.

At the same time, I think a fair as-
sessment would be, while we can give
these individuals a few minutes of time
and can recognize their strengths and
contributions to the State, we do need
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more ample time to deal with what
could be the single largest tax increase
in the history of the United States of
America, an increase that is going to
touch every single American’s life.

While there may be committee meet-
ings over in the Senate and on commit-
tees that I'm not a participant in, I
would hope that this body would con-
tinue to extend the time to talk about
one of the most pertinent issues—the
cap-and-trade—and the opposition that
many of us here on the Republican side
of the aisle feel to this bill.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I wel-
come the gentleman’s remarks. I un-
derstand the pressures put on the
schedule, but I do know there is enor-
mous opportunity for Congress. Never
in the history of this country have we
had more outlets and more opportunity
to get our message out.

Last night, I know that our side took
an hour just to talk about cap-and-
trade. I know that your side does the
same thing. There are a lot of opportu-
nities and a lot of forums in this build-
ing and elsewhere on Capitol Hill to
speak about them. We have a lot of
issues. We have a lot of issues that con-
front us today, and there are many,
many, many opportunities to express
our opinions. I just think that this is
one little slice of time that we have
put aside for a significant purpose. It
may be a narrow purpose in recog-
nizing certain individuals, but I think
that it should be dedicated and spent
on that purpose without intervening
subject matter denigrating that rec-
ognition and that honor that is so well
deserved.

With that, I welcome the gentleman’s
remarks. Again, if it were not clear be-
fore, I apologize for my earlier re-
marks. The descriptions were inappro-
priate, and I do apologize for those re-
marks. Again, I ask that they be
stricken from the RECORD.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, I
urge all Members to support the pas-
sage of H.R. 2173, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, with
that and on behalf of the gentleman
who is the lead sponsor of this resolu-
tion, MIKE MICHAUD from Maine, in
honor of Carl B. Smith, we ask that
this resolution be supported unani-
mously by the Members of Congress in
recognition of a good, good American.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2173.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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HONORING ANNUAL SUSAN G.
KOMEN RACE FOR THE CURE

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 109)
honoring the 20th anniversary of the
Susan G. Komen Race for the Cure in
the Nation’s Capital and its transition
to the Susan G. Komen Global Race for
the Cure on June 6, 2009, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. ConN. RESs. 109

Whereas breast cancer is the most fre-
quently diagnosed cancer in women world-
wide, with more than 1,300,000 diagnosed
each year;

Whereas breast cancer is the leading cause
of death among women worldwide, more than
465,000 die from the disease each year, and a
woman dies from breast cancer every 68 sec-
onds;

Whereas there are more than 2,500,000
breast cancer survivors alive in the United
States today, the largest group of all cancer
survivors;

Whereas a woman has a one-in-eight life-
time risk of developing breast cancer, and
only a small percentage of cases are due to
heredity;

Whereas incidence rates for breast cancer
are increasing by as much as five percent an-
nually in low-resource countries;

Whereas, since its inception, Susan G.
Komen for the Cure has invested more than
$1,300,000,000 in breast cancer research, edu-
cation, and community health services that
have raised awareness and improved treat-
ment, helping more people survive the dis-
ease and creating a strong support commu-
nity of breast cancer survivors;

Whereas publicly and privately funded re-
search has resulted in treatment that has
raised the 5-year survival rate for women
with localized breast cancer from 80 percent
in the 1950s to 98 percent in 2008;

Whereas the Susan G. Komen Race for the
Cure Series is the organization’s signature
program and is the world’s largest and most
successful education and fundraising event
for breast cancer;

Whereas more than 120 Komen Race for the
Cure events are held across the globe, raising
significant funds and awareness for the fight
against breast cancer;

Whereas a record $3,700,000 from the 2008
Komen Race for the Cure was granted to 18
organizations in the National Capital area
for 2009, a 10 percent increase over last year’s
local funding;

Whereas these grants are awarded to
projects dedicated to addressing gaps and
unmet needs in breast health education and
breast cancer screening and treatment in un-
derserved populations throughout the Na-
tional Capital area;

Whereas 2009 marks the 20th anniversary of
the first Susan G. Komen National Race for
the Cure in Washington, DC;

Whereas this year the Susan G. Komen Na-
tional Race for the Cure becomes the first-
ever Susan G. Komen Global Race for the
Cure, reflecting Komen’s global mission to
end breast cancer wherever we find it, at
home or abroad; and

Whereas more than 50,000 participants, in-
cluding 4,000 breast cancer survivors and
hundreds of congressional and Federal agen-
cy employees are expected for the 20th an-
nual 5K run/walk on Saturday, June 6, 2009,
on the National Mall: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—
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(1) remembers the lives of the women and
men who have lost their fight with breast
cancer and expresses support and admiration
for those who have survived;

(2) congratulates those survivors, family,
friends, and other community members who
participate in the Global Race for the Cure
in order to raise money for research and edu-
cation so that many more may survive and
encourages Americans to walk this year and
to support their family and friends who par-
ticipate; and

(3) honors the Susan G. Komen Global Race
for the Cure for its impact on the National
Capital Area, the Nation, and the world.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. CAPPS. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Mrs. CAPPS. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 109, a resolution
that honors the Susan G. Komen Glob-
al Race for the Cure.

More and more women are surviving
breast cancer due in no small part to
Susan’s sister and to the many women
and others who took to the streets and,
in a variety of grassroots ways, decided
to take this curse, really, which is
breast cancer, out of the closet and
into the spotlight where attention
could be paid to it. We have seen that
more and more women are surviving,
but there is much more work to do in
extending screening and treatment
here and abroad. More research is need-
ed into how we can better detect and
treat breast cancer, and more work
needs to be done to ensure that sur-
vivors have the tools they need to navi-
gate the complexities of treatment,
symptom management and follow-up
care.

This Saturday will be the 20th Susan
G. Komen Race for the Cure here in
Washington, D.C. In recognition of the
global scope of breast cancer this year,
the race’s name has been changed to
the Susan G. Komen Global Race for
the Cure.

I want to thank our colleagues, Rep-
resentatives CONNOLLY, WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ and SABLAN, for their leader-
ship on this issue. I urge my colleagues
to join me in supporting this resolu-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. I yield myself as much
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I appreciate work-
ing with the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia. We work on a lot of our health
bills together. That’s the spirit of com-
ity in the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.
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It is with great pride that I rise
today in support of the House Concur-
rent Resolution 109, honoring the 20th
anniversary of the Susan G. Komen
Race for the Cure in the Nation’s Cap-
ital and its transition to the Susan G.
Komen Global Race for the Cure on
June 6, 2009.

So this Saturday, here in Wash-
ington, D.C., D.C. will be the host of
the Susan G. Komen Global Race for
the Cure, and participants will be
walking, running, volunteering, and
even sleeping to help raise money for
breast cancer research, education and
community awareness. More than
50,000 participants, including 4,000
breast cancer survivors and hundreds
of congressional and Federal agency
employees are expected for the 20th an-
nual 5K walk on the National Mall.

I would like to at this point inject
that Omaha, Nebraska’s Susan G.
Komen race is in October when it will
be a little cooler. We like running and
walking, and our office has a team for
that race. I would encourage every con-
gressional office, in their districts, to
field a team to help raise awareness
and research for breast cancer.

My mother was a breast cancer sur-
vivor until a different cancer got her a
yvear ago. So I would like to express my
gratitude for the $1.3 billion the Susan
G. Komen for the Cure has invested,
helping more people survive the disease
and creating strong community sup-
port for breast cancer survivors.

Publicly and privately funded re-
search has resulted in the treatment
that has raised the 5-year survival rate
for women with localized breast cancer
from 80 percent in the 1950s to nearly 98
percent as we stand here today.

I would like to thank the author of
the resolution, Mr. GERALD CONNOLLY
of Virginia, for his leadership in hon-
oring the Susan G. Komen Global Race
for the Cure. I encourage all of my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this resolu-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I con-
cur with my colleague from Nebraska
as to the significance of our local
races, and I have a feeling that this
weekend there will be many from Cap-
itol Hill who will also be participating
in the Washington, D.C. event. As a sis-
ter of a breast cancer survivor, I know
this is a very personal story for almost
everyone today.

With great pleasure, I yield to the
author of the legislation, Representa-
tive CONNOLLY from Virginia, for such
time as he may consume.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I thank my colleague from
California, and I thank my colleague
from Nebraska for his kind remarks.

I rise in strong support of H. Con.
Res. 109, honoring the Susan G. Komen
National Race for the Cure.

This Saturday, June 6, 2009, marks
the 20th anniversary of the race here
on the National Mall in the Nation’s
Capital. More than 50,000 race partici-
pants, including 4,000 breast cancer

H6091

survivors—4,000 breast cancer sur-
vivors, Madam Speaker—their families,
their friends and supporters, plus hun-
dreds of congressional and Federal
agency staff, including staff from my
own office and many others, will par-
ticipate in the annual 5K run and walk.
Thanks to last year’s race, a record $3.7
million in grants was provided to 18 or-
ganizations in the National Capital re-
gion alone.

Madam Speaker, Susie Komen, as her
sister affectionately called her, was
just 36 years old when she was stricken
and lost her 3-year battle with breast
cancer in 1980. She did not have the
benefit of a nationwide support net-
work like the one her sister, Nancy
Goodman Brinker, would found in her
name 2 years later because, together,
they identified large gaps in the sys-
tem of care as part of Susan’s valiant
experience.

The first Race for the Cure was held
in 1983 in Houston, Texas, and its suc-
cess has subsequently spread to com-
munities across the Nation. Now the
annual race is the primary fund-raising
vehicle for the Komen Foundation,
which today has invested more than
$1.3 billion worldwide for breast cancer
research, education and community
health services.

Those efforts have raised greater
awareness, and have improved the
treatment of breast cancer, itself, help-
ing more people survive and creating a
strong support of community sur-
vivors. Thanks in large part to organi-
zations like Komen for the Cure, nearly
75 percent of women over the age of 40
now receive regular mammograms
compared to just 30 percent when the
campaign started in 1982. The b5-year
survival rate for breast cancer was just
74 percent in 1982. Today, it is 98 per-
cent. Numbering more than 2.5 million
fellow Americans, breast cancer sur-
vivors now are the largest group of any
cancer survivor community in the
United States of America, but more
needs to be done.
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Through the Department of Defense
peer-reviewed Breast Cancer Research
Program, we already have invested
more than $2.1 billion in the ongoing
search for a cure, and the Fiscal Year
2009 Omnibus Appropriations Act in-
cluded another $150 million for this
purpose.

We are also considering legislation,
Madam Speaker, initiated by my col-
league Congresswoman DEBBIE
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ of Florida, who
also is an original cosponsor of this
resolution and a survivor, to better
educate young women about the threat
of breast cancer and other related bills
that would provide greater protections
to patients being treated for breast
cancer.

Mr. Speaker, let me also note that we
anticipated having our original cospon-
sor, Congressman GREGORIO SABLAN,
with us today on the floor, but he is at-
tending his son’s graduation back
home in the Northern Mariana Islands.



H6092

Succeeding in this effort will require
continued persistence from us and from
the thousands who will converge this
weekend on the National Mall and from
races all across the globe in the
months to come. The National Race for
the Cure is just one of more than 120
Race for the Cure events that will be
held internationally this year. With
more than 1.3 million diagnoses each
year, breast cancer is the most fre-
quently diagnosed cancer worldwide
with incident rates increasing by as
much as 5 percent annually in low-re-
source countries. Sadly, despite the
progress we’ve made in 5-year survival
rates, it’s also the leading cause of
death for women worldwide, claiming
more than half a million lives each
year, according to the World Health
Organization. At that rate, a woman
will die from breast cancer virtually
every minute of every day in the year.
To emphasize the significance of those
numbers, the Komen Foundation is re-
naming its annual race as the Global
Race for the Cure, reflecting its global
mission to end breast cancer wherever
it is found, at home or abroad.

Mr. Speaker, as we prepare for this
weekend’s race, I invite survivors and
supporters to join the team from my
office if you do not already have some-
body to walk with or run. We can be
found under CONNOLLY’s Cruisers on
the race Web site. Much like the cherry
blossoms do in the spring, we will turn
the National Mall a vibrant shade of
pink this weekend as we come together
to demonstrate the urgency and neces-
sity for finding a cure.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join us in supporting this
very important effort.

Mr. TERRY. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great pleasure that I yield as much
time as she may consume to our col-
league from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ) whose connection to this
topic is the most personal you can get.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 1
thank the gentlelady from California
for the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of House Concurrent Resolution 109,
which honors the 20th anniversary of
the Susan G. Komen Race for the Cure.
Susan G. Komen for the Cure is the
largest and most progressive group of
breast cancer activists in the world. So
it is no surprise that the race, now in
its 20th year, is the world’s largest and
most successful fundraising event in
the fight against breast cancer. Over
the years, participants have raised tens
of millions of dollars to fund screening,
treatment and education programs for
the medically underserved. And with
over 120 races across the globe, it is fit-
ting that when the thousands of run-
ners, walkers and, yes, even sleepers
participate this Saturday, they will be
part of the newly named Global Race
for the Cure. The new name is also fit-
ting because we know that breast can-
cer respects no national boundaries and
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is, in fact, the leading cause of death
among women worldwide.

To be sure, while we have come a
long way in the fight against breast
cancer, we still have too far to go. This
year in the United States alone, over
190,000 women will be diagnosed with
breast cancer. Many of those women
will be younger than 45 years old. Each
year, 28,000 women younger than 45 are
diagnosed with breast cancer, and far
too many of them lose their battle.
Forty-thousand of the women diag-
nosed nationwide will not survive.
Globally, over 1.3 million women will
be diagnosed with breast cancer, and
almost half a million will die. That is
why we cannot rest in our efforts to
fund research and find a cure for this
insidious disease, and it is why we can-
not rest in our efforts to provide edu-
cation and awareness for all women.
We must ensure that they have access
to screening and treatment, and we
must do all we can to support the more
than 2.5 million survivors in our coun-
try alone.

As many of you know, I recently had
my own battle with breast cancer. I am
both grateful and humbled to count
myself among this growing group of
passionate survivors. I was fortunate
to have access to the treatment and
support that I needed to win my own
fight. Through efforts like the Race for
the Cure, we can all work together to
make sure that everyone has that same

opportunity.
So thanks to the many people par-
ticipating in this year’s race—the

countless volunteers, the supporters,
the runners, walkers and all the staff
of Susan G. Komen for the Cure for
making this event an annual reality.
And thanks to my colleague and friend
Representative GERRY CONNOLLY for
his leadership in sponsoring this impor-
tant resolution and for working with
myself and Delegate GREGORIO SABLAN
to honor the work of everyone fighting
against breast cancer. And congratula-
tions to Mr. SABLAN’s family on his
child’s high school graduation.

I urge my colleagues to support this
wonderful resolution and to take a mo-
ment to honor all of those we have lost
in this fight and also those that strug-
gle on. Let us not stop until the race is
won. Early detection is the key. I did
not find my tumor through luck. I
found it through education and aware-
ness. All women and all families in this
country deserve access to that edu-
cation and awareness.

Let me just issue a little challenge to
the 13 teams in the congressional divi-
sion competing in the Race for the
Cure this Saturday. Let’s show all the
other teams what our congressional
teams can do, step up our efforts in the
last few days, and really increase the
participation of the Members and staff
of the congressional division for the
Global Race for the Cure.

Mr. TERRY. I have no further speak-
ers. I will just say that I really appre-
ciate the gentlelady from Florida (Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) for coming down
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to the floor and speaking about her
personal experiences. The courage that
she has in speaking about this openly,
educating people across the country,
she’s very special; and I'm glad she
came down.

I want to congratulate all of the D.C.
employees of our staffs that will be
participating in the Race for the Cure
this weekend. I wish them well. Raise
lots of money. This is one of the truly
great organizations, and it is the sym-
bol of grassroots efforts for a cure for
breast cancer. I wish them well this
weekend as well as all of the other
walks and runs that will occur in most
cities across the Nation over the next
few months.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. I want to thank my col-
league from Nebraska and to acknowl-
edge that this is truly one bipartisan
issue that we all agree upon. And as
our colleague from Florida has issued
us all a challenge, we now have a goal
to try to reach here with our staffs and
on the Hill, from the Hill as we partici-
pate. I want to thank the sponsors of
the race for expanding their scope and
now for this resolution being known as
the Susan G. Komen Global Race for
the Cure and to acknowledge this day
coming, June 6, 2009.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of House Concurrent Resolution 109.
Many, many families across the United States
have had their lives irrevocably changed be-
cause of a diagnosis of breast cancer. Many
of these families have lost a loved one, a
mother or sister or daughter, or even a father,
brother, or son, to this devastating disease.

The statistics surrounding breast cancer are
sobering. One in eight women in the United
States will be diagnosed with breast cancer in
her lifetime. Though there are 2.5 million sur-
vivors in the United States today, many more
lives could be saved with the benefit of better,
earlier detection and more effective treatment.

The problem is just as serious in other na-
tions around the world. Breast cancer is the
most frequently diagnosed of all cancers
worldwide, with more than 1.3 million diag-
noses each year. It is also the leading cause
of death among women around the world, with
over 465,000 deaths each year.

Imagine that for a moment—465,000 chil-
dren without mothers, fathers without daugh-
ters, sisters and brothers without their siblings.
And these are people from every walk of life,
of every age, and in every corner of the globe.

Fortunately for all of us, there are many or-
ganizations whose mission is to improve re-
search and education surrounding this dev-
astating disease. Through their efforts,
groundbreaking treatments have raised the 5-
year survival rate for women with localized
breast cancer from 80 percent in the 1950s to
98 percent in 2008.

Among these organizations is the Susan G.
Komen Foundation. Komen’s fundraisers, in-
cluding the Race for the Cure and the Breast
Cancer Three-Day, have raised tens of mil-
lions of dollars that will help people around the
world improve detection, treatment, and edu-
cation—since its inception, Komen alone has
invested more than $1.3 billion in such pro-
grams.

Komen’s annual National Race for the Cure
will take place this weekend in Washington,
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D.C.—the 20th such race. More than 50,000
participants, including survivors of breast can-
cer, family members of patients, and others,
will help medical research move forward and
benefit many more men and women in the fu-
ture.

Last year, my district even fielded its own
team to participate in the Breast Cancer 3-Day
Walk in Seattle. The “Saipan Sweet Feet”
team included Bobbi Grizzard, Marian Aldan
Pierce, Clarie Kosak, Pam Brown, Rhoda
Smith, Roberta Guerrero, Kazuyo Tojo, and
Corrine Loprinzi. | hope others will participate
in these wonderful events this year.

| wish, along with my colleagues, to con-
gratulate the participants in this race and
thank them for dedicating their time and
money to such a cause, to express my admi-
ration for the strength and courage of breast
cancer survivors, to honor the Susan G.
Komen foundation for its work, and to offer my
heartfelt condolences to those who have lost
friends and family members to this disease.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of House Concurrent Resolution
109—Honoring the 20th anniversary of the
Susan G. Komen Race for the Cure in the Na-
tion’s Capital and its transition to the Susan G.
Komen Global Race for the Cure on June 6,
2009. | commend my colleague Representa-
tive GERALD E. CONNOLLY for bringing this
measure before the floor.

Breast cancer has had a devastating impact
on women worldwide, as 1.3 million cases are
diagnosed each year. In a 2009 report, the
National Cancer Institute estimates there will
be 192,370 new breast cancer cases among
women living in the United States. And in ad-
dition to these statistics, the disease continues
to pose unique challenges to the African
American community. Clearly, we must con-
tinue to educate and inform the American pub-
lic about breast cancer and the importance of
being proactive in having regular medical
screenings, particularly focusing on individuals
that belong to high-risk demographics. Accord-
ingly, the Susan G. Komen Race for the Cure
has achieved great strides in raising money
for breast cancer research, community initia-
tives, and educating women about the dis-
ease.

The impact of cancer within the African
American community has been particularly
devastating. The mortality rates for Blacks with
breast, colon, prostate, and lung cancer are
much higher than those of any other racial
group. Although African American women are
less likely to be diagnosed with breast cancer
than other racial and ethnic groups, they are
35 percent more likely to die from the disease.
This is due in part to the fact that Black and
Hispanic women are less likely to receive
breast cancer screening with mammograms
than White women.

Research has proven that early detection is
essential in increasing an individual’'s chance
of beating the disease. Thus, community out-
reach and education go a long way in com-
bating breast cancer mortality rates. The
Susan G. Komen Foundation has invested
more than $1.3 billion in breast cancer re-
search, education, and community health serv-
ices that have raised awareness and improved
treatment, helping more people survive the
disease and creating a strong support commu-
nity of breast cancer survivors. Undoubtedly,
the organization has done much to advance
our national fight against breast cancer, and it

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

certainly deserves our recognition for the great
work it has accomplished.

Mr. Speaker, as a strong advocate for
breast cancer research, community outreach,
and awareness campaigns, | am pleased to
add my voice of support for House Concurrent
Resolution 109.

Mrs. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to commemorate the
20th anniversary of the Susan G. Komen
Race for the Cure in the Nation’s Capital and
its transition, on June 6, 2009, to the Susan
G. Komen Global Race for the Cure. With its
headquarters located within my congressional
district in Dallas, Susan G. Komen for the
Cure reaches out both nationally and globally
to women affected by breast cancer. | am
pleased to honor the foundation today as they
celebrate their achievements and continue to
move forward in creating a world without
breast cancer.

Susan G. Komen for the Cure was founded
by Nancy G. Brinker in 1982 on the basis of
fulfiling a promise she made to her sister,
Susan G. Komen. Her promise was to end
breast cancer forever. Since its establishment,
Susan G. Komen has raised $1.2 billion from
events like the Race for the Cure, contributing
the largest source of non-profit funds dedi-
cated to fighting breast cancer. As a result,
there have been several advances in the fight
against breast cancer. There is now increased
government funding in cancer research, pre-
vention, and funding, and an increased
chance of survival due to earlier detection.

Over the next ten years, Susan G. Komen
for the Cure will continue to contribute to the
fight against breast cancer. The foundation
plans to invest an additional $2 billion to help
find a cure for breast cancer and better the
lives of women all across the world. As a
former nurse, | am honored to congratulate
them on their 20th anniversary of the Race for
the Cure in the Nation’s Capital, as well as
their transition to a global organization.

Mrs. CAPPS. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOLDEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 109.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

SUPPORTING MENTAL HEALTH
MONTH

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 437) supporting the
goals and ideals of Mental Health
Month, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
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H. RES. 437

Whereas the mental health and well-being
of people in the United States is a issue that
affects not only quality of life, but also the
health of our communities;

Whereas the stigma associated with men-
tal health continues to persist;

Whereas more than 57,000,000 people in the
United States suffer from mental illness;

Whereas approximately 1 in 5 children and
adolescents has a diagnosable mental dis-
order;

Whereas more than a quarter of our troops
suffer from psychological or neurological in-
juries sustained from combat, including
major depression and post-traumatic stress
disorder;

Whereas more than half of all prison and
jail inmates suffer from mental illness;

Whereas major mental illness costs busi-
nesses and the United States economy over
$193,000,000,000 per year in lost earnings;

Whereas untreated mental illness is a
cause of absenteeism and lost productivity in
the workplace;

Whereas in 2006, over 33,000 individuals
committed suicide in the U.S., nearly twice
the rate of homicide;

Whereas suicide is the third leading cause
of death among people between the ages of 15
and 24;

Whereas in 2004, individuals age 65 and
older comprised only 12.4 percent of the pop-
ulation but accounted for 16.6 percent of all
suicides, and the rate of suicide among older
people in the United States is higher than
for any other age group;

Whereas 1 in 4 Latina adolescents report
seriously contemplating suicide, a rate high-
er than any other demographic;

Whereas studies report that persons with
serious mental illness die, on average, 25
years earlier than the general population;
and

Whereas it would be appropriate to observe
May 2009 as Mental Health Month: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Mental
Health Month in order to place emphasis on
scientific facts and findings regarding men-
tal health and to remove stigma associated
therewith;

(2) recognizes that mental well-being is
equally as important as physical well-being
for our citizens, our communities, our busi-
nesses, our economy and our country;

(3) applauds the coalescing of national and
community organizations in working to pro-
mote public awareness of mental health and
providing information and support to the
people and families affected by mental ill-
ness; and

(4) encourages all organizations and health
practitioners to use Mental Health Month as
an opportunity to promote mental well-being
and awareness, promote access to care, and
support quality of life for those living with
mental illness.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?
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There was no objection.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in strong support of
House Resolution 437, supporting the
goals and ideals of Mental Health
Month. I would like to thank my col-
league Congresswoman NAPOLITANO for
her leadership on this issue. This reso-
lution underscores the importance of
mental health for the overall well-
being of Americans, the health of our
communities and the Nation’s eco-
nomic strength. It’s an opportunity to
commend the important work of health
practitioners who, together with na-
tional and community organizations,
are so dedicated to the promotion of
mental health. These practitioners,
these organizations, work tirelessly to
improve awareness of mental health
issues. As a nurse, I especially welcome
this opportunity to recognize the con-
tributions of so many of my colleagues.

Over 57 million Americans suffer
from mental illness. Mental illness is
the leading cause of disability in our
Nation; and when left untreated, men-
tal illness is a leading cause of absen-
teeism and lost productivity in the
workplace. This resolution knows that
mental illness disproportionately af-
fects a number of groups, including the
elderly, adolescents, young adults, mi-
norities and now, most especially we
note, our troops returning home from
combat. Despite the prevalence of men-
tal illness in our society, this resolu-
tion appropriately highlights the stig-
ma still associated with many of these
conditions and that the stigma per-
sists. Even though we have passed men-
tal health parity legislation, we have
so0 much more work to do to fully real-
ize equal benefits for mental illness
prevention and treatment. For this
very reason, it is important to support
the goals and ideals of Mental Health
Month while also working to reduce
the stigma associated with mental ill-
ness.

I urge my colleagues to join the bi-
partisan sponsors of this bill in sup-
porting Mental Health Month.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume.

I, too, rise in support of House Reso-
lution 437, acknowledging the month of
May as National Mental Health Month.

Mental health has been recognized by
Congress for over 50 years and has con-
tinued to raise awareness in our com-
munities and lower the stigma associ-
ated with mental disorders. I would
like to express my gratitude to the na-
tional and community organizations
working to promote public awareness
of mental health and providing the
proper information for families af-
fected by mental illness. Your work is
critical to increasing the quality of life
for those with mental illness. I would
like to thank the author of the resolu-
tion, Mrs. GRACE NAPOLITANO, who was
a classmate of mine, for her leadership
in helping Americans while addressing
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mental disorders. I encourage all of my
colleagues to vote in favor of this reso-
lution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, it’s a
pleasure to yield to the author of this
legislation, our colleague from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) as much time
as she may consume.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. I thank the gen-
tlewoman from California.

I certainly am very grateful that this
has been put on the agenda, and I'd cer-
tainly like to thank Chair WAXMAN and
Ranking Member BARTON of the Energy
and Commerce Committee for pro-
moting this resolution.

Every year we recognize in the
United States May as the National
Mental Health Month. Now today with
House Resolution 437 we do so with
great joy and sometimes with great
trepidation. Mental health is an impor-
tant issue that deserves attention year
round. For too long there’s been an as-
sociated stigma with mental health.
You don’t want to talk about it. You
don’t want to hear it. You don’t want
to see it. But we must continue to
work to remove the stigma, the barrier
to knowledge, to make more awareness
available and increase access to mental
health services both to our military
and also to our young men and women,
whether it’s at the schools, at the uni-
versities, in the different areas where
it’s more prevalent. We have found
that early detection, intervention and
assistance is very key to being able to
have productive citizens in this area.
Our U.S. Surgeon General has esti-
mated that over 57 million Americans
suffer from mental illness, and it af-
fects everybody. It crosses boundaries.
It does not rise to gender or political
parties. It is affecting everybody. It
does not discriminate.

One in five children in the United
States has a mental disorder. This is
according to the U.S. Surgeon Gen-
eral’s report. And fewer than 20 percent
of these children receive the mental
health services they desperately need.
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Seventy to ninety percent of those
treated do experience reduction of
symptoms. So we know treatment is
very effective. We just know that we
don’t have sufficient funding to allow
for that treatment to be made avail-
able to everybody that needs it. And
based on the Surgeon General’s report,
suicide is the third leading cause of
death of young people ages 10 to 24. We
are losing a lot of youngsters who will
not have an opportunity to provide us
with their knowledge, expertise and
support in the future years of America.

Mental illness also disproportion-
ately affects minorities. In 1999, a
study done called ‘“The State of His-
panic Girls in the United States’ said
one in three was reported considering
suicide in ages 9 to 11. Currently the
Hispanic rate for young girls remains
the highest. Although it has been low-
ered somewhat, it still remains the
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highest percentage in the United
States of attempted suicides.

And a new study just recently re-
vealed that fifth-graders who believe
they have experienced racial discrimi-
nation are at increased risk for depres-
sion, attention deficit disorder and
other mental health problems. And un-
fortunately, Hispanics are three times
more likely to have those symptoms.
And blacks, African Americans, are
twice as likely to be affected by these
symptoms.

Then we go into our troops, our sol-
diers, our returning veterans. More
than one in five Iraq and Afghanistan
veterans will suffer from mental health
conditions, whether it is PTSD, depres-
sion, even traumatic brain injury.
There is increased news coverage on
this. It happens every day. We hear and
we see the reports about the effect it
has on some of our men and women
who have gone and served two, three,
four and sometimes as many as five de-
ployments. We continue to bring that
to the forefront because we owe those
servicemen and women the ability to
be able to assimilate back into society
and help them by delivering mental
health services that they will des-
perately need not 1 month, not 5
months, maybe not years, but maybe
somewhere along the line they are
going to be able to have somebody help
them out.

We must educate ourselves. We must
educate our families. We must educate
our loved ones what may happen to a
returning veteran, how to recognize it
and how to refer them for help and as-
sistance in being able to deal with the
symptoms that will not enable them to
keep a job and be able to be productive
citizens. They need to learn the symp-
toms of post-traumatic stress syn-
drome.

Families are also impacted, wives,
the children, the separation, the long
separations of the father or the moth-
er, whatever the case may be, from
their parent, the primary care pro-
viders and all physicians, nurses, psy-
chologists and psychiatrists must also
learn how to be able to recognize
PTSD, which is a little bit separate
than trauma, to ensure that all these
men and women receive the care they
need. The most common problem in the
military culture, of course, is the fear
of how this will impact their military
career. And I’'m glad to say that some
of our military leaders are beginning to
recognize that this is an important
way to be able to help their men and
women in service remain in service and
be a part of their troops or their units.
And we must continue to bring that
forth and be able to assure them that
they will not lose their ability to be
able to be promoted.

We must train those military leaders
and educate them, the doctors, the
corpsmen and the nurses on how to
treat PTSD and ask the soldiers to
identify signs and symptoms of it with
mild TBI, traumatic brain injury, to
reinforce the collective responsibility
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to take care of each other. All of us
must work together to ensure our
troops, who have given so much, are
taken care of. And at home, our econ-
omy, as pointed out by my colleague,
Mrs. CAPPS, has caused struggle. So
have our minds. The recession has
taken a toll on our families. Economic
uncertainty is causing stress, anxiety
and depression. The worrying about
losing their homes or their jobs, wor-
rying about the children and the retire-
ment, if they are going to be able to re-
tire or has their retirement fund gone
somewhere.

It affects not only the quality of life
but also our U.S. economy. Major de-
pression is the leading cause of dis-
ability in the United States. The Na-
tional Institute of Mental Health re-
ports that serious mental illness costs
the Nation at least $139 billion a year
in lost earnings alone. So we must con-
tinue to have businesses know that in-
cluding them in the health provision of
services will help them be able to cut
down on lost productivity in other
areas. Again we must remove the stig-
ma. We must remove the barrier to
knowledge and bring more awareness
and increase mental health services.
Again, early detection and interven-
tion and assistance is key.

I encourage all my colleagues to sup-
port House Resolution 437 to recognize
May as Mental Health Month. We all
know of someone who suffers from
some Kkind of debilitating disorder.
Even women with breast cancer; know-
ing that they have an issue with cancer
is disabling. We must recognize also
scientific facts and findings, increase
awareness of services and how it affects
the quality of life, the health and well-
being of our communities and our eco-
nomic stability. Let’s work together to
improve our lives and ask for support
of House Resolution 437.

Mr. TERRY. We greatly appreciate
the gentlelady from California’s com-
ments. And it was very striking that
out of the age group of ninth-grade to
eleventh-grade young ladies in that de-
mographic that one in three would con-
template suicide. That is just stunning.

The Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee has a real asset on mental
health as well as an advocate for treat-
ment, awareness and education in the
gentleman from Pennsylvania who is
our resident psychologist on the com-
mittee. We use him a great deal.

And I would yield as much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. TIM MURPHY).

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I
thank the gentleman from Nebraska.
And, Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank
my friend and colleague from Cali-
fornia, GRACE NAPOLITANO, who has
been a great advocate. And I'm pleased
to serve with her as leaders on the
Mental Health Caucus. Her passion for
working to bring awareness to our Na-
tion and more treatment to those with
mental illness is truly commendable
and admirable.

With 57 million people in this coun-
try suffering from mental illness, it is
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no small problem. With one in five
children and adolescents, with some-
where between 17 percent to 24 percent
of our returning soldiers affected with
mental illness, it is of great concern to
us. Unfortunately, the problem that so
often comes up with mental illness is
not that it is not diagnosable, for it is.
It is not that it is not treatable, for it
is very treatable. The problem is for so
many, the chosen treatment and ap-
proach to mental illness is denial.
What we do is we deny its significance,
we deny its existence, and therefore we
deny the treatment to so many.

In some ways, we have not advanced
beyond those Puritanical days of the
Salem witch trials, where prejudice
haunts the ability to get help, so peo-
ple who have need of mental health
treatment avoid it, families are not
supportive of it, employers oftentimes
will dismiss employees without under-
standing what it is, and quite frankly
even here in Congress people have an
awareness that is, well, dated, to say
the least, when we do not understand
that the way we need to approach men-
tal illness is to vigorously approach it
and treat it.

In the workplace, when mental ill-
ness is something that is part of some-
one’s treatment insurance plan, we find
that it actually saves money for em-
ployers because those employees get
back to work. When we find that em-
ployees are denied mental illness treat-
ment, and may I also add Medicare for
the longest time also did not cover
mental illness treatment, we find peo-
ple worse. People who have chronic ill-
ness have twice the risk of mental ill-
ness. People with chronic illness, which
is 75 percent of our health care cost,
have twice the risk of mental illness.
And yet for many years, Medicaid
didn’t cover it, and many insurance
plans still do not. When you have a
chronic illness and you have mental
illness combined together, the health
care costs double. They double. And it
is important that we treat this with all
of the tools possible.

Unfortunately, many times mental
illness is treated only by pharma-
ceutical approaches. Some 75 percent
of mental illness drugs are prescribed
by nonpsychiatrists. That is unfortu-
nate because I'm sure that many heart
surgeons with their cardiac patients
would not be very happy if noncardi-
ologists treated the heart patients.
And it goes on. But unfortunately when
insurance plans do not pay for it, that
is the only recourse.

There is one particular group of folks
suffering from mental illness that have
been mentioned a couple of times here,
and that is our returning veterans from
Iraq. Initial studies have suggested
that some 17 percent of combat vet-
erans may suffer from post-traumatic
stress disorder. More recent studies
suggest that of those who are coming
back who actually experienced combat,
those numbers may be as high as 24 to
25 percent. The military has made re-
markable advances in dealing with sui-
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cide and depression and post-traumatic
stress disorder in our returning sol-
diers, and with good reason. Right now,
more soldiers die from suicide than
from combat. It is also something that
is contributing to those soldiers who
have returned who have some mental
health problems may actually engage
in highly risky behavior, driving fast,
more drinking and more drugs, which
leads to further problems for families
and more undetected mental illness.

The Navy, for example, has estab-
lished programs where they actually
send teams of Navy psychologists and
sociology workers out to see where
they can return with the veterans and
work with them while they are onboard
ship, helping to identify problems,
screen them and get them involved
with the help they need. The Army is
also advancing in this, as the Marines
and the Air Force, and that is good, be-
cause over the last couple of centuries
in our country, if you look at the pic-
tures, the photographs, the drawings
and the paintings of our military, the
ships have changed, the uniforms have
changed, the guns have changed and
the weapons have changed. But the sol-
diers have remained the same. Over the
last century, we referred to such things
as ‘‘combat fatigue’” or ‘‘battle fa-
tigue.” And for the longest time, sol-
diers were treated with ‘‘three hots and
a cot’” as a method of treatment. But
now we are recognizing that teams of
mental health professionals in the the-
ater of combat are very helpful.

Recently the combat stress center in
Iraq at Camp Liberty came literally
under some fire, however, when one
person they were treating allegedly
walked into this combat stress facility
and opened fire. He had had his weap-
ons taken away, but then on his way
back after he was dismissed from there
and told to come back later, he took
someone’s gun, came back and opened
fire. Two therapists and three people
waiting for care were all killed. It is
worth noting that one of those people
waiting for care stood up and tried to
stop him from killing others, and that
person was Kkilled in the process. So
even in the course of trying to get
some help, we have somebody who
stood as the hero.

I had mentioned early on that denial
is a huge problem, and it is important
that all of us understand post-trau-
matic stress disorder and acute anxiety
disorders in our returning veterans. Be-
cause whether you are a family mem-
ber, you are a friend or you are a mem-
ber of the American Legion or the
VFW, it is the responsibility of all of
us to look out for these returning citi-
zens and help them get the help they
need.

Watch for these symptoms:

Recurrent and intrusive distressing
recollections of an event, including im-
ages, thoughts and perceptions such as
seeing a comrade’s dead body or experi-
encing flashbacks of the sounds of ex-
plosions and screaming;

Recurrent and distressing night-
mares of the traumatic event;
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Intense psychological distress when
exposed to cues or reminders of any as-
pect of the trauma, such as the back-
firing of a car or an explosion that
could set someone off again;

Extreme physical reactivity, such as
racing pulse, sweating, and intense
fear, when exposed to any cues or re-
minders of the trauma. This could even
be set off in Vietnam veterans or World
War II veterans when they watch a pro-
gram or a movie on television;

Persistent avoidance of any re-
minder, not wanting to talk about it,

avoiding any thoughts, activities,
places or people, of the traumatic
event;

A general numbing in responsiveness,
such as the person feels detached and
estranged from others and may have
little range in emotion and few strong
feelings. Oftentimes this is a concern
raised by spouses when their spouse re-
turns home from combat, and they say
he or she is just not the same anymore.
The emotions are blunted. They have
less ability to show the depth of emo-
tions, less interest in the children.

They may also have a sense of a
foreshortened future; having come
close to death, they may see their own
death and problem as imminent and
may engage in more risky behavior.

They may have hypervigilance. They
may be constantly scanning the envi-
ronment for danger, even when there
are no problems. They may be driving
along the highway, if they were per-
haps the driver of a Hummer in Iraq,
they may be constantly scanning the
road to see, are there problems ahead?

They may have an exaggerated star-
tle response, especially to sudden
movement or loud noises. They may
have poor concentration, irritability
and anger. And anger is an important
symptom that we need to pay atten-
tion to for depression and anxiety dis-
orders and post-traumatic stress dis-
order for veterans. And of course they
may have disturbances in one’s ability
to sleep.

Many times the veteran will work to-
wards self-medicating, alcohol and
drugs, and, of course, keep that quiet
from others too. They may find them-
selves not sleeping at night but having
a job where they sleep a lot during the
day so they can hide this from others.

But what is so important, as I said in
the outset, is that denial is not appro-
priate treatment, and that the rest of
us do not get engaged in denial too. It
is absolutely essential that we support
our returning veterans no matter what.
Regardless of someone’s political
views, we need to stifle our own com-
ments and understand they were doing
what we asked them to do. They were
following orders.
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And, quite frankly, they were doing
it pretty darn well. And they accom-
plished their mission, and we’re happy
to see them returning home.

But, that being said, the silent battle
that our veterans continue to fight,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

that invisible, silent battle that goes
on inside their own heart and in their
own mind is something that we need to
be reaching out and paying attention
to. And as we look at Mental Health
Month, as we have just come back from
Memorial Day, as we continue to see
the yellow ribbons fly from trees and
posts in every hometown of America as
our soldiers return home, as we con-
tinue to send our notes and our e-mails
and our care packages to our veterans,
let us remember that we must continue
to reach out for the veteran who has
borne the battle, for their orphans and
for their spouses and for those persons
who have come back with that silent
problem of the posttraumatic stress
disorder and other disorders. We will
work with them. We will help them.
And God bless our veterans. And again,
I thank the sponsor for this bill on
Mental Health Month.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. TIM MURPHY)
may control the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great honor that I now yield as much
time as he may consume to our col-
league from Rhode Island, PATRICK
KENNEDY, who has championed this
issue for as long as he has been a Mem-
ber of Congress and really made us
very much aware of the need, and then
the passing of the resolution for the
legislation for mental health parity.
And I now yield time.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS). Thank you for all
your good work on health care. As a
former nurse, you know full well of the
challenges of making sure that we have
adequate supply of providers and how
important it is for us to address the
needs of those with mental illness by
making sure that there are enough pro-
viders out there who are adequately
educated in the field of mental illness.
And I appreciate your cosponsorship on
the Child Work Force Reduction Act,
which will address the need of bringing
in more child and adolescent mental
health workers into the workforce field
to deal with children and adolescents
who need mental health care, because
right now we’re at a critical stage in
this country with respect to the need
for our children to gain access to pro-
viders willing to take care of those spe-
cial needs that children have in the
area of mental health. And nurses and
doctors are in great need for those rea-
sons. And Lois CAPPS has been really
one of the champions in the area of
trying to provide greater numbers of
nurses and professionals who can take
on the enormous challenges ahead.

In addition to that, Mrs. CAPPS,
you’ve been very helpful in recognizing
the enormous boom that’s going to
happen with our aging population.
We’re going to have a baby boom gen-
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eration that’s going to become a senior
boom generation, where so many of our
baby boomers are going to be elder
boomers. They’re going to be elderly,
and the demand for new nurses is going
to be extraordinary. And we don’t
have, right now, the necessary popu-
lations of nurses to deal with that.

Many people write off senior citizens’
dementia, if you will, as part of grow-
ing older. They say, Oh, Grandma.
Well, that’s Grandma. That’s the way
they are when they’re nonresponsive.

Well, frankly, I certainly don’t want
to be treated that way when I grow old,
and I dare say anybody watching this
doesn’t want to be treated that way
when they grow old. And the fact of the
matter is, for most older people, it
isn’t dementia that leaves them iso-
lated and with their heads down; it’s
depression. It’s depression. And who
wouldn’t be depressed if you’re a senior
citizen and you’ve lost your life mate
after over 40 years of marriage, if
you’ve had to pick up and sell your
house because you’ve no longer been
able to afford it any longer, if your
children and grandchildren are scat-
tered all across the country and very
rarely visit you any longer, if now
you’re confined to an elderly-only high
rise. I would imagine that would be
pretty depressing for a lot of elderly
people, and for many of them, it is de-
pressing. And so we are working on the
Positive Aging Act, which will address
the needs of our senior centers and the
needs of our seniors with regards to
that.

But I also want to acknowledge my
good friend and colleague, GRACE
NAPOLITANO, who has been so wonderful
in her efforts to lead the charge of the
Mental Health Caucus. And GRACE
NAPOLITANO has been a terrific cham-
pion for making sure that our young
people are also included in on these
issues of mental health because she has
seen in her own neighborhoods, that we
may talk about war overseas and the
posttraumatic stress that our veterans
suffer when they go into harm’s way,
and they come back and they’re suf-
fering from reconciling all this vio-
lence to the new world they’re coming
back to, and they have to readjust to
the main life of everybody else, and
they have to somehow come home, and
a lot of them suffer from PTSD. Well,
you can imagine, these are adults.
These are fighting men and women, the
men and women of our Armed Forces,
and they have adult coping mecha-
nisms. And even adults, with adult cop-
ing mechanisms, have posttraumatic
stress disorder.

So imagine what a child is facing in
a barrio in East Los Angeles, or in a
borough in Upper Manhattan, or a
neighborhood in South Providence, or
Pawtucket, Rhode Island, imagine the
coping mechanisms that the children
are going to need to have in those
areas when they see violence in their
own hometowns. In a very real way,
they are suffering from posttraumatic
stress, while not even having to go
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overseas to go see a war because the
war that they are seeing is in their own
backyard. They are seeing gunshots in
their own backyard on a regular basis.

We have 36,000 people killed by fire-
arms in this country every year, a far
cry from the number of people that
have been killed in action over in Iraq.

You know, this is a situation where
it’s not a small wonder that there are
so many Kids in this country who are
acting out and who are having trouble
with their own mental health needs
and posttraumatic stress.

So, Mr. Speaker, we have a lot to do
with addressing the mental health
needs of our people, both seniors and
children and, of course, those who suf-
fer from serious mental illnesses at the
same time.

So this is Mental Health Week. We
need to raise awareness of mental
health. And the most crucial part of
destigmatizing mental health is for
people to go online to any of the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, National
Institute on Drug Abuse, National In-
stitute of Mental Health and so forth,
National Institute on Alcoholism, and
look up the studies, because you will
see the biochemical makeup and break-
down of the brain and how it operates
differently for those who are at high
risk of being alcoholics, or at high risk
of having a propensity to have a bipo-
lar disorder or not, or having depres-
sion, or those people who may have
other diagnosable mental disorders.
It’s quite striking that what you’ll see
in these videos that are a result of
these MRIs, these new x-rays of the
brain, that you cannot dismiss the no-
tion that mental illnesses are physical
illnesses. And we know that for a fact,
because if you simply give people who
were in total depression before certain
medications, it’s amazing how they
blossom in their abilities to now live
more functional lives after they’ve
taken the medications.

So why we would ever treat the brain
unlike any other organ in the body is
beyond me. The brain is an organ in
the body just like every other organ of
the body. But unfortunately, in this
country, in our health care system it’s
treated as if it’s something separate.

What we need to do in health care re-
form is make sure the brain is treated
holistically, as part of the body. And in
any health care reform, it’s got to be
reimbursed holistically in terms of the
rest of the health care package.

| thank Representative NAPOLITANO for intro-
ducing this resolution in support of the goals
and ideals of Mental Health Month. | rise
today to speak to those goals, and the need
to integrate them into health care reform.

According to the Institute of Medicine, to-
gether, mental and substance-use illnesses
are the leading cause of combined death and
disability for women of all ages and for men
aged 15-44, and the second highest for all
men. When appropriately treated, individuals
with these conditions can recover and lead
satisfying and productive lives. Conversely,
when treatment is not provided or is of poor
quality, these conditions can have serious
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consequences for individuals, their loved ones,
their workplaces, and the nation as a whole.
Tragically, individuals with serious mental ill-
ness have a life expectancy of 25 years less
than the general population.

The World Health Organization defines
health as “a state of complete physical, men-
tal and social well-being, and not merely the
absence of disease or infirmity.” As we work
to reform and reincentivize our health care
system, we must ensure that it is a whole-
body initiative, recognizing that mental health
is integral to overall health, and that optimal
overall health cannot be achieved without this.

With this in mind, we must diligently work to
ensure that when crafting health care reform,
we create a health care system that treats the
whole person. Health care reform policy
should support and encourage practices that
fully integrate mental health into primary care.
All providers, and in particular primary care
doctors, must be trained and adequately reim-
bursed, for providing comprehensive and co-
ordinated care—care that approaches health
as a whole body initiative. Primary care physi-
cians must be given the resources needed to
adequately address the mental health needs
of their patients. Innovations, like medical
homes, are working to improve quality and
contain cost, but the primary care workforce is
not sufficient to meet the country’s needs.

Over the last two decades, fewer medical
students are choosing primary care for a num-
ber of reasons, including reimbursement
issues. Payment policies do not adequately
compensate doctors for the time it takes to co-
ordinate care, provide case management, or
address mental health and substance abuse
issues in the primary care visit. Specialty pro-
viders and other physicians must likewise
have training on mental health and substance
abuse problems and be trained to provide col-
laborative care and case management, and be
reimbursed accordingly.

For the 45.7 million Americans without
health insurance (a number which has grown
due to the recent economic downturn), we
must create an affordable, quality health care
system in which all Americans are covered.
Providing coverage alone, as it exists now, is
not a solution onto itself however. The cov-
erage we provide for all Americans must in-
clude the full spectrum of evidenced-based
mental health care, including both treatment
and prevention services. Mental health cov-
erage should not be subject to restrictive or
prohibitive limits when formulating coverage
determinations on the frequency or duration of
treatment, cost-sharing requirements, access
to providers and specialists, range of covered
services, life-time caps, and reimbursement
practices.

The expansion of insurance coverage is not
the same as ensuring access. Lack of insur-
ance is only one of the many barriers to care
for those seeking mental health services.
Those with coverage also face financial bar-
riers to care due to prohibitive cost sharing re-
quirements, limited access to providers, and
denials of coverage for mental health condi-
tions. Once all Americans have health insur-
ance, coverage must provide for access to af-
fordable, high quality care. Current barriers to
care within the health insurance system must
be eliminated, and mental health coverage
must include access to the full spectrum of
evidenced-based care for both prevention and
treatment of mental health conditions. This in-

H6097

cludes, but is not limited to, access to and
choice of doctors who approach health as a
whole body initiative.

Other reform measures necessary to create
a system best posed to treat the health of the
whole body include: instituting rules for stand-
ardized payments; ensuring that clinical ne-
cessity is the determinant of patient care; re-
placing underwriting with a “community rating”
system that would set premiums based on age
and location instead of health status of the in-
dividual; requiring that any denials of coverage
be transparent and subject to a meaningful
and independent review process; promoting
and incentivizing mental health prevention pro-
grams; integrating mental health consumers
and providers in emerging health information
technology systems; requiring the regular use
of standardized, objective and uniformly ap-
plied clinical outcome measures; and improv-
ing coordination among social service sectors.

Further, in order to truly achieve the above
stated principles, we need health care reform
that addresses the underlying, systemic issues
in our current system. We are the only indus-
trialized country that treats health care like a
market commodity instead of a social service.
Thus, care is not distributed according to med-
ical need but rather according to ability to pay.
Cost savings cannot be discussed without ac-
knowledging that 31 percent of all health care
expenditures in the U.S. are administrative
costs. The average overhead for private insur-
ance in this country is 26 percent, compared
to 3 percent for Medicare. The majority of doc-
tors and Americans support a single-payer
health care system, yet this option has been
dismissed by many policymakers as unreal-
istic. As elected Representatives of this demo-
cratic system, we are responsible for rep-
resenting the views of the public. Therefore, it
is imperative that we keep this option in the
discussion of health care reform.

| hope to work together with my colleagues
to institute these critical changes to our na-
tion’s health care system. The American peo-
ple deserve nothing less.

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I would just like to add a
few more comments here. We have no
more speakers, and I'll close with that.
But it has to do with this.

As I discuss the issues of our return-
ing soldiers, it is important I add this
element too, and that is that we need
to reflect to them a tremendous sense
of hope. Many times soldiers in theater
and after they return home are hesi-
tant to talk with anybody about their
symptoms for two fears: one, if they’re
in theater or combat, they worry that
it will prevent them from going back
to their unit. If their deployment is
ending, they are worried that it will
delay them from coming home; and
they also are concerned that it will af-
fect their promotion, their advance-
ment, their continuation in the mili-
tary, and they don’t want to let their
fellow soldiers down or themselves.

What our military is working on,
however, is making sure they under-
stand that our duty as mental health
professionals is to make sure they’re
back to full form, and, in fact, that is
something that’s a change of how the
military has handled this. Whereas, in
the past someone would be pulled out
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of their unit if they could, now the
work is to get them back on their feet
as fast as possible, but making sure
they’re not adding risk to their fellow
soldiers.

Along those lines, it’s important we
send the same message of hope, wheth-
er it is someone who is a veteran in
battle, or perhaps a veteran, as my
friend from Rhode Island just pointed
out, someone who has faced the same
sort of problems in their neighborhood.

There are also genetic aspects of
mental illness that may have very lit-
tle to do with environment. There are
parts that have to do with other neuro-
logical problems that occur.

Overall, our advance in the mental
health field has grown tremendously. It
may be that you cannot necessarily do
a CT scan or a x ray or a blood test to
diagnose mental illness, but it is
diagnosable. It is treatable. And we
have to make sure that part of this res-
olution for Mental Health Month and
the goals and ideals is to help our Na-
tion understand that it is diagnosable,
it is treatable. We need to come to
grips with it and deal with this in a
way that understands that the science
and the technology and the medicine
behind mental health treatment gives
a lot of hope for the future.

And with that, Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPPS. For all the reasons that
have been cited by the many speakers,
and in strong support of House Resolu-
tion 437, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this resolution.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, | certainly support
efforts aimed at removing the stigma associ-
ated with mental health, increasing public
awareness of the need to support those with
mental health problems and their families, and
the other goals of Mental Health Month. How-
ever, | am concerned that certain language in
H. Res. 437 appears to endorse all of the rec-
ommendations of the New Freedom Commis-
sion on Mental Health, even though certain of
the commission’s recommendations threaten
individual liberty and the wellbeing of Amer-
ican children.

In particular, the commission recommended
that the federal and state governments work
toward the implementation of a comprehensive
system of mental-health screening for all
Americans. The commission recommends that
universal or mandatory mental-health screen-
ing first be implemented in public schools as
a prelude to expanding it to the general public.
However, neither the commission’s report nor
any related mental-health screening proposal
requires parental consent before a child is
subjected to mental-health screening. Feder-
ally-funded universal or mandatory mental-
health screening in schools without parental
consent could lead to labeling more children
as “ADD” or ‘“hyperactive” and thus force
more children to take psychotropic drugs, such
as Ritalin, against their parents’ wishes.

Already, too many children are suffering
from being prescribed psychotropic drugs for
nothing more than children’s typical rambunc-
tious behavior. According to Medco Health So-
lutions, more than 2.2 million children are re-
ceiving more than one psychotropic drug at
one time. In fact, according to Medico Trends,
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in 2003, total spending on psychiatric drugs
for children exceeded spending on antibiotics
or asthma medication.

Many children have suffered harmful side
effects from using psychotropic drugs. Some
of the possible side effects include mania, vio-
lence, dependence, and weight gain. Yet, par-
ents are already being threatened with child
abuse charges if they resist efforts to drug
their children. Imagine how much easier it will
be to drug children against their parents’ wish-
es if a federally-funded mental-health screener
makes the recommendation.

Universal or mandatory mental-health
screening could also provide a justification for
stigmatizing children from families that support
traditional values. Even the authors of mental-
health diagnosis manuals admit that mental-
health diagnoses are subjective and based on
social constructions. Therefore, it is all too
easy for a psychiatrist to label a person’s dis-
agreement with the psychiatrist’s political be-
liefs a mental disorder. For example, a feder-
ally-funded school violence prevention pro-
gram lists “intolerance” as a mental problem
that may lead to school violence. Because “in-
tolerance” is often a code word for believing in
traditional values, children who share their
parents’ values could be labeled as having
mental problems and a risk of causing vio-
lence. If the mandatory mental-health screen-
ing program applies to adults, everyone who
believes in traditional values could have his or
her beliefs stigmatized as a sign of a mental
disorder. Taxpayer dollars should not support
programs that may label those who adhere to
traditional values as having a “mental dis-
order.”

In order to protect America’s children from
being subject to “universal mental screening”
| have introduce the Parental Consent Act
(H.R. 2218). This bill forbids federal funds
from being used for any universal or manda-
tory mental-health screening of students with-
out the express, written, voluntary, informed
consent of their parents or legal guardians.
H.R. 2218 protects the fundamental right of
parents to direct and control the upbringing
and education of their children.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of House Resolution 437, providing full sup-
port of the goals and ideals of Mental Health
Month, which is recognized annually in May. |
commend my colleague, and fellow Californian
Rep. NAPOLITANO, for acknowledging the im-
portance of this measure and presenting it be-
fore the House.

The first Mental Health Act was signed in
1946 after it had been determined that sol-
diers who fought in World War Il had returned
with severe mental health issues. Still today a
significant portion of individuals who suffer
from mental illness are troops who suffer from
depression and post-traumatic stress. Shortly
after the act was signed the first Mental Health
Week was developed. Eventually Mental
Health Week evolved into the Mental Health
Month program that we are celebrating today.

Legislation regarding mental health has
been developed in the past to prevent health
care discrimination. Patients experienced
grave inequalities because mental health was
not considered a legitimate issue, as too often
mental health is viewed as a minuscule issue
in comparison to physical health. Many people
may not know that more than 57,000,000 indi-
viduals in the United States suffer from mental
illness and H. Res 437 will not only raise
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awareness of mental health conditions but
also aid citizens in their ability to combat
stress to promote a healthy lifestyle.

Unfortunately, every year mental health ill-
nesses go unrecognized and untreated, and
Mental Health Month was developed in an ef-
fort to prevent such circumstances. This May,
Mental Health America has promoted a Na-
tional Children’s Mental Health Awareness
Day, to educate the general public about the
realities of mental health. Mental health ill-
nesses affect all age ranges, and House Res-
olution 437 lends its full support for commu-
nities to promote positive youth development,
and help families cope during times of hard-
ship. The United States Department of Health
and Human Services utilizes necessary funds
and manpower to advocate for the rights and
services of mental health patients. It will con-
tinue to provide Family and Community Sup-
port Programs to aid those adults and children
with serious mental ilinesses.

Mr. Speaker, this measure is particularly im-
portant to the well-being of our citizens and
I’'m pleased to add my voice in support for this
legislation. | will work diligently with my col-
leagues to ensure that the goals and ideals of
Mental Health Month are recognized as nota-
ble issues. This is a significant step in raising
awareness, and promoting healthy families
and communities.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of House
Resolution 437 which recognizes the goals
and ideals of mental health month.

Mental health issues affect many members
of the population, altering their lives and the
lives of their families. Over 57 million Amer-
ican citizens suffer from mental illness, and it
is one of the leading causes of disability in our
nation. In addition, people who suffer from se-
rious mental illnesses die on average 25 years
earlier than the general population, many of
them from diseases that could be treated if di-
agnosed early.

Approximately 6.7 percent of the population
is affected by Major Depressive Disorder, and
more than 90 percent of people who commit
suicide suffer from a depressive disorder be-
fore they take their lives. Post Traumatic
Stress Disorder has become one of the most
serious mental health illnesses, with over a
quarter of all U.S. troops suffering from the
disorder. H. Res. 437 stresses a desire on the
part of either those suffering from mental ill-
ness, or the families of those suffering, to
seek help.

As a registered nurse, | have seen firsthand
the affects that mental illness has on individ-
uals and their families, and | understand fully
the importance of maintaining and advocating
for mental health. This is an issue that affects
many of us in some way, and we need to en-
sure that there is no stigma attached to mental
illness so that those suffering can and will get
the help they need. | ask my fellow colleagues
to join me in recognizing the goals and ideals
of Mental Health Month and supporting this
Resolution in order to raise awareness for
mental health issues.

Mrs. CAPPS. I yield back.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
CAPPS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 437, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
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rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
0 1230

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 31, LUMBEE RECOGNI-
TION ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 1385,
THOMASINA E. JORDAN INDIAN
TRIBES OF VIRGINIA FEDERAL
RECOGNITION ACT OF 2009

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 490 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 490

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 31) to provide for the
recognition of the Lumbee Tribe of North
Carolina, and for other purposes. All points
of order against consideration of the bill are
waived except those arising under clause 9 or
10 of rule XXI. The amendment in the nature
of a substitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources now printed in
the bill shall be considered as adopted. The
bill, as amended, shall be considered as read.
All points of order against provisions of the
bill, as amended, are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill, as amended, to final passage with-
out intervening motion except: (1) one hour
of debate equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Natural Resources; and (2)
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 2. At any time after the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1385) to extend Federal
recognition to the Chickahominy Indian
Tribe, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe-East-
ern Division, the Upper Mattaponi Tribe, the
Rappahannock Tribe, Inc., the Monacan In-
dian Nation, and the Nansemond Indian
Tribe. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Natural Resources. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. It shall be in order to
consider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Natural Re-
sources now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived ex-
cept those arising under clause 10 of rule
XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule
XVIII, no amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
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considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such amendments are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. Any
Member may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA)
is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. CARDOZA. Thank you,
Speaker.

For the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule today is for de-
bate only.

Mr.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
House Resolution 490.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARDOZA. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 490
provides for consideration of H.R. 31,
the Lumbee Recognition Act, under a
closed rule, and also for separate con-
sideration of H.R. 1385, the Thomasina
E. Jordan Indian Tribes of Virginia
Federal Recognition Act of 2009, under
a structured rule. Both bills are debat-
able for 1 hour, each equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and
ranking member of the Committee on
Natural Resources. The rule for H.R.
1385 makes in order two amendments
listed in the Rules Committee report.
BEach amendment is debatable for 10
minutes. The rule also provides for a
motion to recommit with or without
instructions on both bills.

Mr. Speaker, the two bills before us
today will right several wrongs in our
country’s history and bring closure to
the issue of full Federal recognition of
the Lumbee Indians of North Carolina
and six Indian tribes in Virginia.

Since the late 1800s, the Lumbee
Tribe has been seeking Federal rec-
ognition despite the fact that congres-
sional hearings and the Department of
the Interior’s studies have consistently
concluded that the Lumbees are a dis-
tinct, self-governing Indian commu-
nity. In fact, the Lumbees were first
recognized as a tribe in 1885 by their
home State of North Carolina. In that
time, however, various bills to recog-
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nize the tribe failed due to opposition
from the Department of the Interior.

Most importantly, in 1956, Congress
formally acknowledged the Lumbee
Tribe with passage of the Lumbee Act.
However, it was passed during a period
of Federal Indian policy known as the
Termination Era. As such, while Con-
gress acknowledged the Lumbee, it ef-
fectively ended its relationship with
the tribe at the same time by denying
them access to the benefits and privi-
leges that accompany Federal recogni-
tion.

This termination has subsequently
prevented the Lumbees from receiving
recognition from the Department of
the Interior which has maintained that
only Congress can restore that rela-
tionship.

A similar injustice has occurred in
Virginia. Records exist documenting a
relationship between the six Indian
tribes, local governments, and the
Commonwealth of Virginia for cen-
turies. It has long been established
that ancestors of these six tribes re-
sided in Virginia when the first white
settlers landed in Jamestown, yet their
history is fraught with deliberate dis-
crimination and document destruction.

During the Civil War, most local
records and tribal documentation were
destroyed in fires at government build-
ings. At that time, many Indians began
adopting Anglo-American names, lan-
guage, and customs to conceal their
tribal identity and ensure their sur-
vival.

In addition, Virginia’s 1924 Racial In-
tegrity Act—pushed by a noted white
supremacist—was responsible for the
deliberate and systematic destruction
of over 46 years of any records that
traced and recorded the existence of
vast Indian tribes.

The Department of the Interior has
generally not questioned the tribes’ an-
cestry or tribal government status. But
despite the wealth of documentation
that exists for each tribe, it is not
clear whether they could obtain proper
documentation to be acknowledged by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs. I would
add that each of these six tribes was
recognized by the Commonwealth of
Virginia between 1983 and 1989.

Mr. Speaker, the circumstances sur-
rounding all of these tribes are cer-
tainly unique and warrant special at-
tention by Congress. Congress has
passed bills recognizing all of these
tribes several times, including last ses-
sion. The Lumbee bill passed with
strong bipartisan support while the
Virginia Tribes bill passed by voice
vote.

I ask my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to once again support these
long-overdue bills.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. First, let me say how
great it is to see you in the Chair, Mr.



H6100

Speaker. I would like to express my ap-
preciation to my good friend from Cali-
fornia, my colleague, Mr. CARDOZA, for
yielding me the customary 30 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, this rule actually pro-
vides for the consideration of two prob-
lematic bills—H.R. 1385, which would
extend recognition to six Indian tribes
in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and
H.R. 31, which would extend recogni-
tion to the Lumbee Tribe in the State
of North Carolina. Both adopt an arbi-
trary and inconsistent recognition
process that threatens those tribes who
are already Federally recognized and
upends the process for future appli-
cants. And this rule provides for an
even more problematic process.

The issue of tribe recognition—like
all matters before Congress—demands
clarity, fairness and transparency. The
two underlying bills, unfortunately, de-
liver just the opposite. H.R. 1385 would
extend recognition to six Virginia
tribes rather than requiring that they
g0 through the normal Federal recogni-
tion process at the Bureau of Indian
Affairs.

These tribes have sought legislative
action because they lack the proper
documentation to complete the regular
administrative process. This is due to
the fact—and it was correctly pointed
out by my California colleague—that
they’ve been victims of targeted at-
tacks in the past which resulted in the
destruction of many of the very impor-
tant historical documents that would
have been necessary. This is a re-
minder, Mr. Speaker, of a very, very
ugly chapter in our Nation’s history,
and Congress should work very care-
fully to address this issue.

While the situation of the Virginia
tribes is difficult—and I recognize
that—for the reasons I just stated, we
need to consider the overall fairness of
our actions. For instance, there are
currently nine other tribes, nine other
tribes that have fully completed their
application processes and are awaiting
final determinations. They have done
their due diligence and deserve to have
their cases addressed in the proper
order. While the six tribes covered in
H.R. 1385 may deserve special dispensa-
tion from the normal BIA process,
questions have been raised regarding
the fairness of penalizing the nine
other tribes who fully completed the
process and are patiently waiting in
line for the determination.

The process serves a purpose: ensur-
ing that tribal determination is fair,
consistent and fully vetted. We need to
think very, very carefully, Mr. Speak-
er, before upending that regime.

H.R. 31 is even more controversial,
not least because the price tag comes
to $786 million—or, Mr. Speaker, 1
should say ‘“‘at least’ $786 million. We
know that an enactment of this bill
would cost, again, at least three-quar-
ters of a billion dollars. And I say ‘‘bil-
lion” because I know the word ‘‘tril-
lion” is used more frequently around
here tragically these days. But it
would be very, very, very costly. It

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

could balloon to an even larger level of
funding.

At issue is conflicting membership
estimates of the Lumbee Tribe. The In-
terior Department estimates it at
40,000; the tribe itself estimates it at
about 55,000, a difference of nearly 40
percent. But what’s more, local North
Carolina media have reported that
some in the tribe intend to expand its
membership once this bill is enacted.
They’re waiting for Federal recogni-
tion and then want to increase their
numbers, expanding the cost of this bill
even further and pulling resources
away from the long-recognized tribes.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Lumbee Tribe,
just like any other Indian tribe, should
obtain Federal recognition on its mer-
its. It may indeed deserve recognition.
However, the merits are still far from
clear. The last several administrations
have opposed their application. The
Obama administration has reversed
course, but it has not offered any ex-
planation as to why. In fact, the ad-
ministration does not yet have its ap-
pointees in place at the Interior De-
partment to even articulate their rea-
soning.

Mr. Speaker, Congress must fully vet
all of these issues and act in a clear,
comprehensive way that eliminates the
current confusion and restores clarity
and certainty. And yet inexplicably,
the rule which we’re debating right
now curtails the ability of Members,
Republican and Democratic Members,
to offer their amendments so that a
comprehensive consensus solution
could, in fact, be reached.

Rather than an open process which
would have allowed the House to ad-
dress many of these issues, the rule for
the Lumbee Tribe bill is a closed rule,
despite submission of the very thought-
ful amendment by Mr. SHULER. It is, in
fact, a bipartisan amendment. He
should be allowed to bring his alter-
native before the House for an up-or-
down vote. It’s very sad that I have to
stand here as a minority Member fight-
ing for the rights of a majority Member
of this institution.

Similarly, Madam Speaker, the rank-
ing member of the Agriculture Com-
mittee, our friend from Roanoke, Vir-
ginia, (Mr. GOODLATTE) asked for an
open amendment process on the Vir-
ginia bill. While two of his amend-
ments were made in order, an open
process would have allowed him to
offer all of his amendments and per-
mitted all Members to participate.

Madam Speaker, these bills have
problems but this rule has a bigger
problem. As happens all too often in
this Democratic majority, this debate
will be closed rather than open, and
Members will be shut out of the proc-
ess.

So I urge my colleagues to oppose the
rule. We can address these very, very
important issues in a more fair and
balanced way.
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With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I'd
like to inquire from my friend and col-
league from California if he has any
further speakers.

Mr. DREIER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CARDOZA. I would yield.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding, and, Madam Speaker, I will
inform my friend that there are no
other requests for time on our side of
the aisle. At this juncture, I will en-
courage my colleagues to oppose this
rule, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I
very much appreciate my colleague
from California, and I understand that
he has concerns about this process and
these measures.

I would just like to remind the entire
body that the Lumbee bill has, in fact,
been before the Congress before. This
Congress has acted on it. Despite the
claims to the contrary, Congress has
traditionally taken the lead in recog-
nizing Indian tribes. In fact, Congress
has recognized 530 of the 561 Federally
recognized tribes.

Despite the fact that the Department
of the Interior established certain ad-
ministrative procedures in 1978, Con-
gress has stepped in and recognized
tribes nine additional times due to ex-
traordinary circumstances, much like
this.

I think that this is an appropriate
rule, and I think we will have an oppor-
tunity to debate the issues during the
debate time that has been allotted.

I would ask my colleagues to support
the rule, and I urge Members on both
sides of the aisle to once again take an
important step forward in correcting
hundreds of years of injustice which
are long overdue.

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote
on the rule and on the previous ques-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
TAUSCHER). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays
174, not voting 28, as follows:

[Roll No. 295]

on

YEAS—231
Abercrombie Berry Butterfield
Ackerman Bishop (GA) Capps
Aderholt Bishop (NY) Capuano
Adler (NJ) Blumenauer Cardoza
Andrews Boccieri Carnahan
Arcuri Boren Carney
Baca Boswell Carson (IN)
Baird Boucher Castor (FL)
Baldwin Boyd Chandler
Barrow Brady (PA) Childers
Berkley Braley (IA) Clarke
Berman Bright Clay
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Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen

Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Blackburn
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao

Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lujan

Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter

NAYS—174

Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Ellsworth
Emerson
Fallin

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
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Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Sutton
Tauscher
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger

Hill
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis

Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham

LaTourette Neugebauer Shadegg
Latta Nunes Shimkus
Lee (NY) Olson Shuler
Lewis (CA) Paul Shuster
Linder Paulsen Simpson
LoBiondo Petri Smith (NE)
Lucas Pitts Smith (NJ)
Luetkemeyer Platts Smith (TX)
iummls Daniel goe (TX) Souder

ungren, Danie: 0sey

E. Price (GA) :Efﬁaﬁ{s
Mack Putnam Tanner
Manzullo Radanovich Terry
McCarthy (CA) Rehberg
McCanul Reichert Thompson (PA)
McClintock Roe (TN) Thornberry
McCotter Rogers (AL) T}ahrfc
McHenry Rogers (KY) Tiberi
McHugh Rogers (MD) Turner
McKeon Rohrabacher Upton
Mica Rooney Walden
Miller (FL) Roskam Wamp
Miller (MI) Royce Whitfield
Miller, Gary Ryan (WI) Wilson (SC)
Minnick Scalise Wittman
Moran (KS) Schmidt Wolf
Murphy, Tim Sensenbrenner Young (AK)
Myrick Sessions Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—28
Bean Grayson Ros-Lehtinen
Becerra Gutierrez Ruppersberger
Bishop (UT) Johnson, Sam Sanchez, Linda
Blunt Kennedy T.
Broun (GA) Lowey Sanchez, Loretta
Brown, Corrine McMorris Schock
Davis (IL) Rodgers Sullivan
Dayvis (TN) Melancon Welch
Dingell Pence Westmoreland
Engel Pingree (ME) Wilson (OH)
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Mr. YOUNG of Alaska changed his
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Speaker, | regrettably
missed rollcall vote No. 295 on June 2, 2009.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yea.”

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained and missed rollcall vote
No. 295 on passage of H. Res. 490. Had |
been present, | would have voted “nay.”

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 295 | was
unavoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “nay.”

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam Speaker,
on rollcall No. 295 | was unavoidably detained.
Had | been present, | would have voted “nay.”

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on H.R. 1385.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from West Virginia?

There was no objection.

———————

THOMASINA E. JORDAN INDIAN
TRIBES OF VIRGINIA FEDERAL
RECOGNITION ACT OF 2009

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 490 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1385.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1385) to
extend Federal recognition to the
Chickahominy Indian Tribe, the Chick-
ahominy Indian Tribe-Eastern Divi-
sion, the Upper Mattaponi Tribe, the
Rappahannock Tribe, Inc., the Mona-
can Indian Nation, and the Nansemond
Indian Tribe, with Mr. HOLDEN in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to rule, the bill
is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from West Virginia
(Mr. RAHALL) and the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from West Virginia.

Mr. RAHALL. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, we are here today,
over 400 years after the first English
settlers landed in what became James-
town, Virginia, to finally acknowledge
a government-to-government relation-
ship with some of the Indian tribes who
met those early settlers.

While the House passed a prior
version of this legislation last Con-
gress, the bill was not considered in the
Senate, so we are here again.

H.R. 1385, the Thomasina E. Jordan
Indian Tribes of Virginia Federal Rec-
ognition Act of 2009, extends Federal
recognition to the Virginia tribes that
have lived in Virginia since before the
settlers of Jamestown first arrived.

This bill is sponsored by our col-
league, Representative JIM MORAN of
Virginia, and enjoys bipartisan sup-
port, including from other Virginia col-
leagues, Congressman ROB WITTMAN,
BOBBY ScoTT, THOMAS PERRIELLO, and
GERRY CONNOLLY. I, too, am a cospon-
sor of H.R. 1385.

The bill is named for Thomasina
“Red Hawk Woman” Jordan, whose
lifelong pursuit of advancing Native
American rights encompassed the
promise of education for all Indians
and securing Federal recognition of
Virginia Indian tribes. Ms. Jordan also
served as chairperson of the Virginia
Council of Indians.

H.R. 1385 would extend Federal rec-
ognition status to six Indian tribes of
Virginia. All six tribes have obtained
State recognition by the State of Vir-
ginia. Former Virginia Governors
George Allen and Mark Warner, as well
as current Governor Tim Kaine have
endorsed the tribes’ recognition as sov-
ereign governments.

During his recent trip to England,
President Obama presented Queen Eliz-
abeth with an iPod. Included on the
iPod was a copy of the 400th anniver-
sary ceremony commemorating the es-
tablishment of Jamestown, Virginia,
that she attended last year. The high-
light of this ceremony included the
Queen and the Virginia Indian tribes.
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These six Virginia tribes have faced
hundreds of years of discrimination,
abuse, and outright attempts to extin-
guish their existence and rob them of
their heritage.

From 1912 to 1947, Dr. Walter
Plecker, a white supremacist, set out
to rid the Commonwealth of Virginia of
any documents that recorded the exist-
ence of Indians or Indian tribes living
therein. He was instrumental in ensur-
ing passage of the Racial Integrity Act
in 1924, making it illegal for individ-
uals to classify themselves or their
newborn children as Indian.

0O 1315

But he went further than that and
spent decades changing the race des-
ignation on birth certificates and on
other legal documents from ‘‘Indian”’
to ““Colored,” ‘“Negro’ or ‘‘Free Issue.”
Throughout it all, the Virginia Indians
did not break but held firm to their
culture and to their identity.

To address claims that tribes are
only interested in Federal recognition
so they may conduct gaming, all six
tribes supported an outright gaming
prohibition to be included in this bill.
This gaming prohibition precludes the
Virginia tribes from engaging in, li-
censing or regulating gaming pursuant
to the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
on their lands.

Congressman MORAN has spent sev-
eral years tirelessly working to achieve
Federal recognition for Virginia’s First
Americans. It is because of his tireless
dedication to this issue that this legis-
lation is before us today. It is time to
put this issue to rest and to do the
right thing by extending Federal rec-
ognition to these tribes. I urge all of
my colleagues to join me today in cre-
ating a government-to-government re-
lationship with these Virginia tribes.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 1385, but not for the reason for
which this legislation is intended to
point out or to create but, rather, for
reasons that I will outline in my re-
marks here this morning.

In the last Congress, a nearly iden-
tical bill passed the House by voice
vote. I do not expect to change any-
one’s mind, and I believe that the re-
sults will probably be the same as the
last vote we had in the last Congress,
but I must highlight serious short-
comings with this bill that should
cause Members to reconsider their po-
sitions.

First, the House has not acquired suf-
ficient evidence to justify extending
Federal recognition to the six Virginia
tribes identified in this bill. In the
committee hearing on H.R. 1385, we
heard a lot of testimony from wit-
nesses for the six tribes, from the Gov-
ernor of Virginia, from a historian, and
from the Department of the Interior.
All provided interesting and often pas-
sionate statements.
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Although the Department provided
no position on the bill, the Depart-
ment’s witnesses did remark that all
six groups have petitioned for recogni-
tion with the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
but none of the six tribes have com-
pleted the process within the Bureau of
Indian Affairs.

If the Department lacks completely
documented petitions, then how can we
be sure that we in Congress have
enough information about these six
tribes?

None of the witnesses explained why
the six Virginia tribes should be recog-
nized before all of the other tribes
whose recognition petitions are within
and are lingering within the Bureau of
Indian Affairs. About nine of these
groups have completed their petitions.
In this respect, Mr. Chairman, they are
more prepared for a final determina-
tion than the Virginia tribes with
which this bill deals.

H.R. 1385 contains ample lists of con-
gressional findings about the history of
these six groups, but there is no re-
quirement to verify that members of
these tribes can trace descendants to
historic Virginia tribes. This is a basic
standard that the House must observe
if it wants to ensure the integrity of
tribal recognition. If the House is not
prepared to take additional time to
study this, then we should ask the Sec-
retary to study it and to provide us
with the answers.

The committee held no field hearings
in Virginia to learn more about the
tribes on their home turf. It has rel-
atively little information from county
officials and from private individuals
who might be interested in tribal rec-
ognition and what it means to them.
This is a State without a history of
recognized tribes, unless you reach
back to the colonial era, and Virginia
presently has no Indian trust lands. We
simply do not know if there are any
counties or private individuals in af-
fected areas who fully understand that
placing land in trust removes property
from the tax rolls and from State and
municipal jurisdictions.

On this note, the Rules Committee
made in order an amendment by the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GOOD-
LATTE) to remove some counties from
the bill. This suggests to me the major-
ity is beginning to understand that
counties in Virginia are just now be-
coming more informed on what this
bill means.

So, Mr. Chairman, prudence dictates
that we put this bill on hold until these
issues are vetted. If the House recog-
nizes new tribes and acquires lands in
trust for them without thoroughly ex-
amining the views of the jurisdiction
where the lands are located, we poten-
tially risk creating local problems.
This is going to hamper our efforts to
resolve land-in-trust controversies oc-
curring elsewhere in the United States.

Such controversies, Mr. Chairman, do
occur. We have a huge one to deal with
right now. In February, the Supreme
Court, in Carcieri v. Salazar, held the
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Department of the Interior has no au-
thority to acquire lands in trust for
any tribe recognized after 1934 unless
there is a specific act of Congress au-
thorizing it. This is a major decision
that has, frankly, Mr. Chairman, shak-
en Indian Country, and it is a case that
has caught the attention of Governors,
attorneys general, and county leaders
around the country. The committee
has held one hearing on the subject,
and I am hopeful that there will be
more.

Virginia’s tribes are directly affected
by this decision because they were not
recognized in 1934. Thus, anything done
with H.R. 1385 could set a precedent for
resolving the Carcieri issue. Under H.R.
1385, lands placed in trust for the Vir-
ginia tribes will be secure. Meanwhile,
lands held in trust or proposed for trust
status for others may not be secure.
This kind of inconsistency in Federal
Indian policy helped fuel the con-
troversy that led to the Supreme
Court’s Carcieri in the first place.

If the solution to Carcieri is to deal
with each and every post-1934 tribe’s
trust land application separately in
Congress, then H.R. 1385 might be ap-
propriate. If the solution is to provide
the Secretary of the Interior with the
appropriate authority to acquire lands
in trust, then H.R. 1385 is not appro-
priate.

So, while the committee has held a
hearing on Carcieri, there seems to be
no consensus on how to resolve it. We
have received no testimony from the
Department, and none of the tribes,
States or other concerned interests
have had an opportunity to testify in
the committee as of the time the re-
port for H.R. 1385 was filed. It would be
wise then, Mr. Chairman, to postpone
floor action on any recognition bills
until the committee acquires a better
understanding of the impacts of
Carcieri and what to do about it.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I recog-
nize for 3 minutes the gentleman from
Virginia, one of the cosponsors of the
legislation, Mr. BOBBY SCOTT.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
H.R. 1385, the Thomasina E. Jordan In-
dian Tribes of Virginia Federal Rec-
ognition Act. I want to thank my col-
league from Virginia (Mr. MORAN) for,
again, introducing this bill. Similar
legislation passed this body by voice
vote in the 110th Congress, but it was
never acted on in the Senate.

Two years ago, Virginia and the Na-
tion celebrated the 400th anniversary
of the founding of Jamestown, Vir-
ginia, the first permanent English set-
tlement in North America. Jamestown
is the cornerstone of our great Repub-
lic, and its success relied heavily on
the help of the indigenous people of
Virginia. Virginia’s Native Americans
played a critical role in helping the
first settlers of Jamestown survive the
harsh conditions of the New World.
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After the Jamestown colony weath-
ered its first few years in the New
World, the colony expanded, and the
English pushed further inland, but the
same Native Americans who helped
those first settlers were coerced and
were pushed from their land without
compensation. Treaties, many of which
precede our own Constitution, were
often made in an effort to compensate
the Virginia Native Americans, but as
history has shown, these treaties were
rarely honored or upheld.

Like many other Native Americans,
the Virginia Indian tribes were
marginalized from society. They were
deprived of their land, prevented from
getting an education, and they were de-
nied a role in our society. Virginia’s
Native Americans were denied their
fundamental human rights and were
denied the very freedoms and liberties
enshrined in our own Constitution.

Mr. Chairman, the bill will finally
grant Federal recognition to the Chick-
ahominy, to the Eastern Chicka-
hominy, to the Upper Mattaponi, to
the Rappahannock, to the Monacan In-
dian Nation, and to the Nansemond
tribes. H.R. 1385 will ensure the right-
ful status of Virginia’s tribes in our na-
tional history. Federal recognition will
provide housing and educational oppor-
tunities for those who cannot afford it.
Federal recognition will also promote
the tribal economic development that
will allow Virginia’s tribes to become
self-sufficient. These new opportunities
will allow Virginia’s tribes to flourish
culturally and economically, which
will lead to a brighter future for a
whole new generation. The Virginia
tribes have waited far too long for Fed-
eral recognition.

Again, I want to thank my colleague
from Virginia (Mr. MORAN) for his ex-
cellent leadership on this important
issue. I urge my colleagues to support
the bill.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. WOLF).

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I want to
first thank the chairman and thank
Mr. MoORAN for the language that ex-
plicitly prohibits gambling. I appre-
ciate that very much. I think the
chairman and Mr. MORAN have to get
the credit for doing this because, in
previous cases, we have seen major,
major expansions. So, as people talk
about this, this is Earth-shattering in
some respects, and so I want to again
thank the chairman and thank Mr.
MORAN.

The Virginia tribes have consistently
indicated that they oppose gambling,
and I believe them. Yet, during the
consideration of this measure in the
last Congress, we heard rumors about
an interest in challenging this gam-
bling limitation in court. We have not
heard those rumors today.

The Virginia Indian tribes were the
first to greet the settlers at Jamestown
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when they arrived 400 years ago. With-
out the Indians’ friendship, the James-
town settlement very likely would not
have survived. The Americans owe the
Virginia tribes a huge debt of grati-
tude.

I also want to recognize the gen-
tleman from Virginia for including lan-
guage that explicitly forbids the estab-
lishment of tribal casinos. Current
tribal leadership has consistently stat-
ed they do not want to pursue gam-
bling. I believe them. However, I re-
main concerned that future leadership
of the tribes will pursue establishing
tribal casinos.

Virginia does not have casino gam-
bling, and because we do not, we have
avoided the crime, corruption and
scandal that sometimes comes with
gambling. As the author of the legisla-
tion which created the National Gam-
bling Impact Study Commission that
released its 2-year study in 1999, we
know firsthand of the devastating so-
cial and financial costs of gambling:
crime, prostitution, corruption, sui-
cide, destroyed families, child and
spousal abuse, and bankruptcy.

In moving forward with this, I want
to ensure that Congress continues this,
and I want to ensure that this language
does not change when it goes to the
Senate.

Under this bill, Congress intends that
no Virginia Indian tribe or tribal mem-
ber, if granted Federal recognition,
would have any greater rights to gam-
ble or to conduct gambling operations
under the laws of the Commonwealth
of Virginia than would any other cit-
izen of Virginia.

Further, it is Congress’ expectation
that the provision limiting the tribes’
ability to engage in gambling conforms
with the Ysleta Del Sur Pueblo v. The
State of Texas case. In that case, the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Cir-
cuit upheld a law prohibiting gaming
by the tribe. In supporting H.R. 1385,
Congress and the Virginia delegation,
in particular, expect that the language
restricting gambling operations by In-
dian tribes will be upheld if it is ever
challenged.

I would like to enter into the RECORD
a letter I received from the Virginia
tribal leadership, acknowledging the
anti-gambling language in this bill and
reaffirming the view of tribal leader-
ship that the language prohibits gam-
bling.

VIRGINIA INDIAN TRIBAL
ALLIANCE FOR LIFE (VITAL),
New Kent, VA, May 18, 2009.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: Corn, or in the
Virginia Algonquian tongue, hominy, rep-
resents the sustenance of the early American
cultures. When the English came to
Tsenacomoco, now called Virginia, our tribes
traded corn, sometimes unwillingly, to the
men of the Virginia Company. As historians
will tell you, corn saved the colony in these
early years. But corn also represents
participatory government. Our elders tell us
that corn was used when voting on matters
of importance in the early years. Each eligi-
ble member was given a kernel of corn and a
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pea. Corn signified a ‘‘yes” vote and the pea,
a ‘‘no’’ vote.

Soon you will be given an opportunity to
vote on HR 1385, the Thomasina E. Jordan
Indian Tribes of Virginia Federal Recogni-
tion Act of 2009, which extends federal rec-
ognition to the six Virginia Tribes com-
prising the Virginia Indian Tribal Alliance
for Life (VITAL): (1) the Chickahominy
Tribe; (2) the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—
Eastern Division; (3) the Upper Mattaponi
Tribe; (4) the Rappahannock Tribe, Inc.; (5)
the Monacan Indian Nation; and (6) the
Nansemond Indian Tribe.

On behalf of our Tribes, we ask that you
use your kernel of corn to vote YES on HR
1385 when it comes to the floor of the House
of Representatives for a vote.

We are sure you have questions about this
bill which is of such vital importance to us.

If these Tribes have been in existence since
first contact with the Europeans, why
haven’t they already been recognized by the
United States?

Quite simply, because our Tribes never
waged war on the United States of America.
The hostilities between our Tribes and the
Europeans who came here in 1607 effectively
ended with the Treaty of Middle Plantation
in 1677. This Treaty was signed between Eng-
land and our Tribes. Predating the creation
of the United States of America by just short
of 100 years, our Treaty was never recognized
by the founding fathers of the United States
because it was not negotiated with them.
Our Treaty of 1677 is still commemorated an-
nually on the steps of the Governor’s Man-
sion in Virginia but has yet to be recognized
by the United States of America.

If these Tribes have been here since first
contact with the Europeans, has there ever
been any federal recognition of these Tribes?

Not officially by the entity called the
United States and that is why we seek this
federal acknowledgement now. However,
hundreds of our sons and daughters have
fought on behalf of the United States of
America in many wars over the years. The
“dog tags’ of our military people, who have
fought alongside Americans from across the
country, have stated our race as ‘‘American
Indian.”

If these Tribes deserve recognition, why
don’t they utilize the administrative route
created by Congress instead of seeking legis-
lation?

For five decades the official policy of Vir-
ginia, enforced through the Racial Integrity
Act of 1924, stated that there were only two
races, white and colored. Over the years our
Tribes were subjected to paper genocide. Not
only were we denied our race in the everyday
requests for birth and marriage certificates,
but the Commonwealth of Virginia went into
its records and changed the race of our docu-
mented ancestors. This law was continually
upheld by Virginia Courts until the final
vestiges of the law were struck down in 1971.
In addition, five of the six courthouses that
held the vast majority of the records that
our Tribes would need to document our his-
tory to the degree required by the Bureau of
Indian Affairs Office of Federal Acknowl-
edgement were destroyed in the Civil War.
As much as our Tribes would like to comply
with the administrative rules to gain rec-
ognition, the combination of the official
laws of the Commonwealth, the bureaucracy
implementing those laws and the loss of our
records create an insurmountable burden. We
believe that since it was an act of govern-
ment (Virginia) that denied us our heritage,
it should be an act of government that re-
stores it.

But still there is a process that has been
established; why should Congress be asked to
make this decision?

Of the 562 Tribes recognized by the United
States of America, 140 were recognized by
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Treaties and other negotiations and only 16
were recognized by the administrative proc-
ess (which has been in effect since 1978). Acts
of Congress recognized the remaining 406
Tribes. We are not asking for your vote to do
the extraordinary. We ask for your vote to
recognize our heritage and our place in his-
tory.

What about gaming? Won’t this allow gam-
ing by the Indian Tribes?

Our goal is not now, nor has it ever been,
to establish or utilize gaming. Our heritage
is such that our affiliation with churches has
been strong, having embraced collectively
(and individually) the faith, beliefs and sac-
raments of several Christian denominations.
Gaming is, however, an issue that concerns
many of you. As such, HR 1385 has strong
anti-gaming language. In fact, the language
prohibits our Tribes from gaming even if it is
allowed in the Commonwealth of Virginia for
its citizens generally!

With our deepest respect and admiration,
we ask you to use this kernel of corn to vote
YES on HR 1385.

Sincerely,
WAYNE ADKINS,
President.

Enclosure.

Again, my concern is not with the
Federal recognition of Virginia Indian
tribes but with the explosive spread of
gambling and with the potential for ca-
sino gambling to come to the State of
Virginia.

I also continue to have concerns
about the broader Indian recognition
process. Quite frankly, this Congress
has not done enough to help Indian
tribes. The process is broken. We have
seen that in the past; but today, I'm
supporting this bill because I believe it
ensures that the State of Virginia’s in-
terests are safeguarded while still pro-
viding full recognition.

Again, I want to thank the chairman,
and I want to thank Mr. MORAN. This is
really significant. If only we had had
this language in previous recognitions;
I think a lot of the problems we have in
this country with gambling and with
corruption and crime would not have
taken place.
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Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
MORAN), the main sponsor of this legis-
lation and without whose leadership we
would not be considering it today.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Thank you
very much, Chairman RAHALL. And I
thank my colleagues Mr. WOLF and Mr.
ScoTT. I understand Mr. WOLF’s origi-
nal reluctance to originally agree with
the bill, but we have put in language
that I understand is now acceptable to
Mr. WoLF. Mr. WOLF genuinely was
concerned about the possibility of ca-
sino gambling in Virginia. The lan-
guage in this bill addresses that satis-
factorily to Mr. WOLF. So I would hope
that others who have previously op-
posed this legislation would follow Mr.
WOoLF’s leadership and support it. We
are having some discussions on a very
small piece of land with Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, another colleague from Vir-
ginia, and I trust we can work that out.

These six Indian tribes have sac-
rificed a great deal and have undergone
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quite an amount of demeaning treat-
ment over generations. This is the
right thing to do. We don’t do this very
often in the Congress of the United
States, but this is a unique situation.
These are the Indian tribes that en-
abled the first English settlers to sur-
vive in the colonies. We have right here
in the Dome of the Capitol John Gads-
by Chapman’s dramatic painting of Po-
cahontas’ baptism. That commemo-
rates a landmark historic event, but it
is connected to what happened 400
years ago when these Indians enabled
the English settlers to survive, and
eventually it led to Virginia being one
of the original 13 colonies. We Kknow
the situation today, but what we do
not know is the history of the Indian
tribes that enabled the English settlers
to survive on this continent. They have
been very badly treated. And, in fact,
even though they have a treaty signed
with King Charles II in 1677, in the
early part of the 20th century, the
Commonwealth of Virginia conducted
what was called a paper genocide. They
made it illegal to be an American In-
dian in Virginia. They went into the
courthouses and destroyed the birth
records and everything they could re-
lating to the legitimacy of these Indian
tribes, even though everyone Kknew
that they did actually exist. This was a
time of severe racism, a time that we
are very shamed by. But these Indian
tribes never gave up their pride or
their stature.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentleman 2
additional minutes.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. I thank my
good friend, Chairman RAHALL from
West Virginia, who has been tremen-
dous in supporting this legislation.

To go back to the history behind this
bill, this is so much a matter of pride
and the restoration of justice. They
survived even though they were denied
employment and were denied edu-
cational opportunities. The only people
who provided it were Christian mis-
sionaries. They oppose gambling. They
don’t even take advantage of the op-
portunity to have bingo games, which
other nonprofits do in their vicinity,
because they don’t think it’s the right
thing. So I don’t think that’s any kind
of a threat. Every other objection that
has been raised I think has been ade-
quately and fully addressed.

These are good people, and they have
been subjected to a great deal that was
unjust. We should have done this by
the 400th anniversary of Jamestown,
but today we are about to do so two
years later.

Now there was a Supreme Court deci-
sion just a few months ago in Feb-
ruary, and that Supreme Court deci-
sion said that the Secretary of the In-
terior no longer has unilateral discre-
tion to determine what lands can be
put in trust. That’s why some addi-
tional lands and counties were included
in this bill in case there is land that
would be given to these Indian tribes in
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the future. They are willing to com-
promise on this, to give up virtually all
of that potential territory. They’re left
with very little land and very few
rights. The laws of Virginia would
apply on this land. They are not al-
lowed to engage in gambling like other
Indian tribes. This is a part of a list of
compromises they have made. They’ve
made all of these compromises because
it is important to them that their chil-
dren, grandchildren and great grand-
children recognize that these are Na-
tive American people deserving of our
utmost respect. They are people who
deserve to be able to hold their chins
up in pride for what they meant to this
country.

I strongly urge support of this legis-
lation. It’s overdue.

Mr. Chairman, | know it is against the rules
of the House to address anyone but the
Speaker.

If it were allowed, | would want to address
the 2,500 or so members of the six Virginia
tribes seeking Federal recognition.

| would say that | know their quest to assert
their identity and their rights has been a long
struggle.

Despite centuries of racial hostility and coer-
cion by the Commonwealth of Virginia and
others, they have refused to yield their most
basic human right and have suffered and lost
much.

But, throughout the centuries they have re-
tained their dignity and supported their people.

When it appeared that no one else would,
when little was available, when even the doors
of public school house were closed to their
children, they have never yielded to those who
said they didn’t exist.

Mr. Chairman, | would say to the Virginia
tribes; win or lose today, you have already
won by refusing to yield and by remaining true
and faithful to who you are.

| would also say that it has been an honor
for me to have helped carry this legislation.

While it is less than ideal, it moves you clos-
er to the day our national government recog-
nizes your existence.

Mr. Chairman, as Members of this chamber
know, the crafting of congressional legislation
is far from a perfect process. But, when it
speaks, it speaks with the people’s voice.

Today, | encourage my colleagues to speak
and finally affirm that the Virginia tribes exist
and deserve Federal recognition.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN).

Mr. WITTMAN. I rise in support of
H.R. 1385, the Thomasina E. Jordan In-
dian Tribes of Virginia Federal Rec-
ognition Act of 2009. I would like to
start by thanking Ranking Member
HASTINGS for yielding time to me. I
would like to thank Representative
MORAN for his hard work in intro-
ducing this bill and for his work on be-
half of the tribes. I would like to thank
Chairman RAHALL for his leadership in
moving this legislation forward. We
thank you for your efforts. It is an ef-
fort long overdue.

As a cosponsor of H.R. 1385, I am sup-
portive of Federal recognition of Vir-
ginia’s Indian tribes. This bill would
extend Federal recognition to six Vir-
ginia tribes; and my district, the First
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Congressional District of Virginia, bet-
ter known as America’s First District,
includes the historic tribal areas of the
Chickahominy, Chickahominy Eastern
Division, Upper Mattaponi, Rappahan-
nock and Nansemond tribes. These
tribes are important culturally and
historically to the Commonwealth of
Virginia. Tribal ancestors from these
tribes populated coastal Virginia when
Captain John Smith settled at James-
town in 1607. These ‘‘first contact”
tribes have been intertwined with the
birth of our Nation for over 400 years
and continue to preserve a culture and
heritage important to both Virginia
and the Nation.

I believe that it’s especially impor-
tant to recognize these tribes because
so many tribal members served our
country bravely and heroically as
members of our armed services. These
tribal members who served our country
during our Nation’s conflicts have not
been officially recognized by our gov-
ernment. This legislation, after nearly
400 years, will recognize these tribes.

Mr. Chairman, I'm a cosponsor of
this bill, and I definitely and strongly
support its passage. However, I do want
to bring up one point. I have heard
from some in the convenience store and
gasoline marketing industry who have
faced issues in other States when tribal
businesses sell gasoline and tobacco
tax-free to nontribal members, nega-
tively impacting off-reservation busi-
ness and State tax revenue. I don’t
want to see these types of problems in
the Commonwealth of Virginia, and I
don’t believe that we will. I have assur-
ance from the tribes that that is not
their intent, and we’ve had a great
working relationship with the Virginia
General Assembly who have said that
they will be working to make sure that
through State compacts that this is
taken care of. I bring this up with the
hope that, moving forward, we can ad-
dress this issue while respecting tribal
sovereignty and protecting nontribal
businesses. I do believe that that will
happen. I believe that folks with the
tribes are going to make that happen.
I think they have reached out and have
done an extraordinary job in doing ev-
erything to make sure that they are
helpful in getting this issue taken care
of.

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to
strongly support this bill, and I ask my
colleagues to do the same.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to yield 2 minutes to the very
valued member of our Committee on
Natural Resources, the gentleman from
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA).

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Chair-
man, I do want to thank the distin-
guished chairman of our committee,
Mr. RAHALL, and our ranking member,
Mr. HASTINGS, even though he may
have some reservations concerning this
bill but especially also to thank my
colleague Mr. MORAN as the chief au-
thor of this important bill.
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Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 1385, legislation to ex-
tend Federal recognition of the
Thomasina E. Jordan Indian Tribes of
Virginia.

Mr. Chairman, under the current
Federal recognition process for recog-
nizing Indian tribes, the six Virginia
tribes considered under this bill may
not be able to meet the strict quali-
fying requirements under the Federal
recognition process. This is despite the
wealth of documentation that exists
for each of these tribes. While ref-
erences exist from the 1600s until the
present showing the existence of these
Indian tribes in the Virginia area,
much of the documentation that is
needed to meet the criteria in the Fed-
eral recognition process has been tam-
pered with or destroyed.

Mr. Chairman, this is another perfect
example of a recognition process that
has not worked and that any group of
people who don’t make a paper trail to
prove their existence aren’t worthy of
Federal recognition. Congress has the
authority to correct this grave injus-
tice to these tribes. After some 400
years, Mr. Chairman, it is long over-
due. I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

The gentleman from Northern Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN) made an observation
about the paper genocide issue, and I
have to say that every member at the
committee hearing that attended that
hearing and heard the testimony on
H.R. 1385 were, frankly, shocked and
saddened and dismayed that, in fact,
this sort of action went on in Virginia,
how they treated the Indian people in
the 20th century. I think that goes
without saying. But I do want to point
out, Mr. Chairman, for the record that
there was a career employee of the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs who heads up the
Office of Federal Acknowledgement
that had a different view, and I just at
least want to put that on the record as
we debate this issue.

He said, ‘‘Records in Virginia do
exist, and they were not destroyed. The
vital records of birth, marriage, di-
vorce, death and probate, they are in
the record. Not only are they in the
hands of the individuals to whom they
pertain, but they are available at the
local registrar level and State registrar
level.” He went on, continuing to
quote, ‘“‘In preparation for this hearing,
I wanted to reach into what evidence
was submitted on behalf of the Virginia
groups, and in 2001 this was the mate-
rial that we received. And one of the
group’s materials were copies of vital
records that were not destroyed.”’

So this BIA witness went on to de-
scribe how these documents identified
the persons and Indians. So it appears
that there are records in Virginia, not-
withstanding the fact that the State of
Virginia went through this process in
the last century.

So, Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to
point that out that in the committee
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hearing we did hear testimony that at
least in part disputed the issue of paper
genocide. I wanted to make that obser-
vation in the debate today.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, how
much time remains on both sides?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
West Virginia has 17%2 minutes remain-
ing, and the gentleman from Wash-
ington has 15 minutes remaining.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
want to congratulate Mr. RAHALL, Mr.
MORAN, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. CONNOLLY,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. ScoTT, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE and Mr. KILDEE for intro-
ducing legislation that confers Federal
recognition on the Indian tribes of Vir-
ginia.

Affirming sovereign recognition first
conferred by treaties is a matter of
both history and conscience for the
United States. Today we are correcting
the mistakes of the past that relate to
tribes that were among the very first
to be in contact with white settlers
when they came to these shores in 1607.
While this is a great day for the tribes
of Virginia, we must not forget that
our work is not finished. The
Duwamish tribe has lived in Seattle,
which I represent, and has been there
for centuries, long before there was the
United States or a State of Wash-
ington. Seattle, in fact, was named
after the great Duwamish chief, Chief
Seattle.
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Despite the treaty of Point Elliot,
which the Duwamish signed in good
faith with the United States in 1855,
Federal recognition has not been ex-
tended, and in my belief, this is wrong.
It went through the process. It was
signed by President Clinton. And in
one of his first executive orders, Presi-
dent Bush reversed the decision of rec-
ognition of the Duwamish. And it is
time to correct that injustice with the
Duwamish, just as we are doing here in
Virginia.

That is why I am introducing legisla-
tion today to confer Federal recogni-
tion on the Duwamish tribe. So long as
one Native tribe is denied justice and
rights to which they are entitled, we
all suffer.

It is my hope that the new day dawn-
ing across America is bright enough to
shine enough light for us to see and
correct the injustices endured for too
long by the First Americans. I hope
that we will have a day like this some
time soon for the Duwamish tribe.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. I thank my
good friend and outstanding chairman
of the Natural Resources Committee.
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I know the House leadership and
Chairman RAHALL are undertaking
some risk in having scheduled this leg-
islation because this type of legislation
is invariably controversial. But Con-
gress’ past reluctance to grant Federal
recognition and the demeaning and
dysfunctional acknowledgement proc-
ess at the Bureau of Indian Affairs has
served to compound a grave injustice
that this legislation will redress.

The Virginia tribes identified in this
legislation, as I mentioned earlier, are
the direct descendants of the tribes
that greeted and ensured the survival
of the first permanent English colony
in the New World.

Almost exactly 2 years ago to this
day, we marked the 400th anniversary
of the founding of Jamestown. It was
an event important enough to bring
Queen Elizabeth across the Atlantic to
commemorate.

While the 1607 settlement succeeded
and laid the English claim and founda-
tion for the original 13 colonies, his-
tory has not been very kind to Vir-
ginia’s Native Americans of the great
Powhatan Confederacy who greeted the
English and provided food and assist-
ance to ensure their initial survival.

Few are aware today that the direct
descendants of the Native Americans
who met these settlers are with us
today. And in fact, some are in the
Chamber watching. And they are still
awaiting their due recognition by our
Federal Government. This is the oppor-
tunity to correct this grave wrong.

This bill, at long last, is named after
Thomasina E. Jordan, who fought in
such a committed way to get this rec-
ognition once she realized the history
of discrimination that necessitated it.
It grants recognition to the six Indian
tribes in Virginia, and I would like to

name them: the Chickahominy, the
Eastern Chickahominy, the TUpper
Mattaponi, the Rappahannock, the

Monacan and the Nansemond. The
Commonwealth of Virginia recognized
all six tribes in the 1980s. It is now
time for the Federal Government, by
this act of the U.S. Congress, to do the
same.

Like most Native Americans, the
Virginia tribes welcomed Western set-
tlers but quickly became subdued. The
settlers had guns, and Indians had bows
and arrows. They were pushed off their
land, and up through much of the 20th
century, denied any rights as U.S. citi-
Zens.

Despite their devastating loss of land
and population, the Virginia Indians
survived centuries of racial hostility
and coercive State and State-sanc-
tioned actions that tried to eradicate
their heritage and cultural identity.

The history of Virginia tribes is
unique in two important ways that are
relevant to why this bill is on the
House floor today. The first explains
why the Virginia tribes were never rec-
ognized by the Federal Government.
The second explains why congressional
action is absolutely needed. The first
circumstance is that unlike most
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tribes that resisted encroachment and
obtained Federal recognition when
they signed peace treaties with the
Federal Government, Virginia’s tribes
signed their peace treaties with the
kings of England.

Most notable among these was the
Treaty of 1677 between these tribes and
Charles II that is still observed by Vir-
ginia every year when the Governor ac-
cepts tribute. I was there with Mr.
ScoTT just this year. Governor Kaine
accepted a deer that was brought by
the tribes. And it is a ceremony that
has been observed for 331 years. It is
the longest celebrated treaty in the
United States today.

Now the second unique circumstance
for the Virginia tribes is what they ex-
perienced in the hands of the State
government during the first half of the
20th century that Mr. HASTINGS has
alluded to. It is called a ‘‘paper gen-
ocide.” At a time when the Federal
Government granted Native Americans
the right to vote, Virginia’s elected of-
ficials adopted racially hostile laws
targeted at those classes of people who
did not fit into the dominant white so-
ciety.

These actions culminated with the
Racial Integrity Act of 1924 that tar-
geted Native Americans and sought to
deny them their identity. The act em-
powered =zealots, like Dr. Walter
Plecker. He was in charge of the Bu-
reau of Records at the State and he de-
stroyed all the State and local court-
house records and reclassified, in Or-
wellian fashion, all nonwhites in the
words of the day as ‘‘colored.”

It targeted Native Americans and
sought to deny them their identity.
Calling yourself a ‘‘Native American”
in Virginia risked a jail sentence of 1
year. For up to 50 years, State officials
waged a war to destroy all public and
private records that affirmed the exist-
ence of Native Americans in Virginia.
That law remained in effect until it
was struck down in the Federal courts
in 1967.

All six tribes have filed petitions
with the Bureau of Acknowledgement
seeking Federal recognition. But it is a
heavy burden. They have been told it
won’t happen in their lifetime. The ac-
knowledgement process is expensive. It
is subject to unreasonable delays. It
lacks dignity. We ought to address that
separately. But Virginia’s history of
this paper genocide only further com-
plicates these tribes’ quest for Federal
recognition, making it difficult to fur-
nish corroborating State and official
documents. They can’t really prove it
because the documents were destroyed.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentleman 3
additional minutes.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. I thank my
good friend. So here they are told to
prove their existence, and yet the
State government destroyed the proof
of their existence, again aggravating
an injustice that had already been vis-
ited upon these people. The only people
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who cared about them were Christian
missionaries who allowed them to get
some education. But they were denied
employment for much of their history
in the 20th century in Virginia.

We are rectifying this wrong today.
And in light of the 400th anniversary of
Jamestown, we will bring closure to
this national injustice. There is no
doubt that these tribes have existed on
a continuous basis since before the
first Western European settlers set foot
in America, and they are here with us
today.

I know there is great resistance from
Congress to grant any American tribe
Federal recognition. And I can appre-
ciate how the issue of gambling and its
economic and moral dimension influ-
ence many Members’ perspectives in
tribal recognition issues.

The Virginia tribes have agreed to
forgo gaming. An amendment offered
by Congressman DUNCAN offered last
session was approved by the Natural
Resources Committee. That is in this
bill before us. It prohibits these tribes
from gaming under Federal law even if
one day the State were to reverse
course and set up gambling casinos in
the State. The State can have gam-
bling casinos. These Indians cannot. Go
figure. But that is the way the legisla-
tion reads.

The Virginia tribes, under the bill
being considered today, could not en-
gage in gambling on their sovereign
lands. The Virginia tribes are also pre-
pared to grant Virginia full civil and
criminal jurisdiction over any future
reservation lands until such time as
the Secretary of the Interior and the
U.S. Attorney General agree that they
have developed an acceptable alter-
native judicial framework that the
Federal Government can honor.

Mr. Chairman, these tribes recognize
that the legislative route to recogni-
tion is a very imperfect process and
that compromise is a necessary ingre-
dient. That compromise and that bal-
ance have now been struck. Now is the
time to pass this legislation. Failure to
do so would unravel the progress we
have made and lose this time in history
for these tribes to finally gain Federal
recognition. It would be a setback and
an injustice. They have suffered
enough injustices. Let’s not add an-
other one.

Congress has the power to recognize
these tribes. It has exercised these
powers in the past. It should exercise
this power again for these six tribes.
More than 300 of the 562 federally rec-
ognized tribes have been recognized by
an act of Congress.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation. We will be doing our part
to bring closure to some tragic and un-
just acts that have transpired since
Englishmen established their first per-
manent settlement more than 400 years
ago in this New World. This is the right
thing to do. I trust that Congress will
do it today.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I reserve my time.
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Mr. RAHALL. If I might ask the
ranking member, do you have further
speakers?

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I advised my friend, I have
no further speakers. But I just want to
take a moment here to close before-
hand.

So with that I yield myself the bal-
ance of the time.

I think what has been demonstrated
on the floor here is the passion sur-
rounding this issue. And I can cer-
tainly understand that passion, espe-
cially with the history, particularly
here in the eastern part of the United
States. And I don’t expect that my op-
position or my arguments are going to
change the outcome of the votes, as I
mentioned in my opening remarks. But
as I mentioned in my opening remarks,
because of the Carcieri decision, I
think it is important for us to set at
least some guidelines as to what proc-
ess we in Congress, who have the con-
stitutional right, by the way, to recog-
nize tribes, at least to have a set of cri-
teria that we should look at. And one
of them ought to be at least some veri-
fication at the minimal.

I know that at the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, and admittedly this is regu-
latory, there are seven or eight steps
that certainly make sense. A lot of
tribes have gone through that process.
So I understand the passion. I respect
the passion and the work that has been
done on this. But for the reasons I out-
lined, more of a process reason than
anything else, I urge my colleagues to
vote against this legislation.

And with that, I yield back my time.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Just to respond to my dear friend,
the gentleman from Washington, the
Carcieri decision did not impact Con-
gress’ power to place land into trust for
an Indian tribe directly or Congress’
power to authorize the Secretary to
place land in a trust for a specific tribe
beyond the general authority found in
the Indian Reorganization Act.

There is much precedent for this leg-
islation. Congress has recognized other
Indian tribes and placed land into trust
and/or authorized the Secretary to
place land into trust for those tribes on
numerous occasions. So I just conclude
by saying that this legislation, again,
is not affected by the Carcieri decision,
nor does this legislation overturn said
decision.

Mr. Chairman, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment
in the nature of a substitute printed in
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment
under the 5-minute rule and shall be
considered read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment is as follows:

H.R. 1385

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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ginia.

TITLE V—MONACAN INDIAN NATION

501. Findings.

502. Definitions.

503. Federal recognition.

504. Membership; governing documents.

505. Governing body.

506. Reservation of the Tribe.

507. Hunting, fishing, trapping, gathering,
and water rights.

Jurisdiction of Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia.

TITLE VI—-NANSEMOND INDIAN TRIBE
Sec. 601. Findings.

Sec. 602. Definitions.

Sec. 603. Federal recognition.

Sec. 604. Membership; governing documents.

Sec. 605. Governing body.

Sec. 606. Reservation of the Tribe.

Sec. 607. Hunting, fishing, trapping, gathering,
and water rights.

Jurisdiction of Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia.

TITLE I—CHICKAHOMINY INDIAN TRIBE
SEC. 101. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) in 1607, when the English settlers set shore
along the Virginia coastline, the Chickahominy
Indian Tribe was 1 of about 30 tribes that re-
ceived them;

(2) in 1614, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
entered into a treaty with Sir Thomas Dale,
Governor of the Jamestown Colony, wunder
which—

Sec. 108.

201.
202.
203.
204.
205.
206.
207.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 208.

Sec. 308.

Sec. 408.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 508.

Sec. 608.
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(A4) the Chickahominy Indian Tribe agreed to
provide 2 bushels of corn per man and send war-
riors to protect the English; and

(B) Sir Thomas Dale agreed in return to allow
the Tribe to continue to practice its own tribal
governance;

(3) in 1646, a treaty was signed which forced
the Chickahominy from their homeland to the
area around the York Mattaponi River in
present-day King William County, leading to
the formation of a reservation;

(4) in 1677, following Bacon’s Rebellion, the
Queen of Pamunkey signed the Treaty of Mid-
dle Plantation on behalf of the Chickahominy;

(5) in 1702, the Chickahominy were forced
from their reservation, which caused the loss of
a land base;

(6) in 1711, the College of William and Mary in
Williamsburg established a grammar school for
Indians called Brafferton College;

(7) a Chickahominy child was 1 of the first In-
dians to attend Brafferton College;

(8) in 1750, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
began to migrate from King William County
back to the area around the Chickahominy
River in New Kent and Charles City Counties;

(9) in 1793, a Baptist missionary named
Bradby took refuge with the Chickahominy and
took a Chickahominy woman as his wife;

(10) in 1831, the names of the ancestors of the
modern-day Chickahominy Indian Tribe began
to appear in the Charles City County census
records;

(11) in 1901, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
formed Samaria Baptist Church;

(12) from 1901 to 1935, Chickahominy men
were assessed a tribal tax so that their children
could receive an education;

(13) the Tribe used the proceeds from the tax
to build the first Samaria Indian School, buy
supplies, and pay a teacher’s salary;

(14) in 1919, C. Lee Moore, Auditor of Public
Accounts for Virginia, told Chickahominy Chief
O.W. Adkins that he had instructed the Com-
missioner of Revenue for Charles City County to
record Chickahominy tribal members on the
county tax rolls as Indian, and not as white or
colored;

(15) during the period of 1920 through 1930,
various Governors of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia wrote letters of introduction for Chicka-
hominy Chiefs who had official business with
Federal agencies in Washington, DC;

(16) in 1934, Chickahominy Chief O.0O. Adkins
wrote to John Collier, Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, requesting money to acquire land for
the Chickahominy Indian Tribe’s use, to build
school, medical, and library facilities and to buy
tractors, implements, and seed;

(17) in 1934, John Collier, Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs, wrote to Chickahominy Chief O.0O.
Adkins, informing him that Congress had passed
the Act of June 18, 1934 (commonly known as
the “‘Indian Reorganization Act’’) (25 U.S.C. 461
et seq.), but had not made the appropriation to
fund the Act;

(18) in 1942, Chickahominy Chief O.O. Adkins
wrote to John Collier, Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, asking for help in getting the proper ra-
cial designation on Selective Service records for
Chickahominy soldiers;

(19) in 1943, John Collier, Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs, asked Douglas S. Freeman, editor
of the Richmond News-Leader newspaper of
Richmond, Virginia, to help Virginia Indians
obtain proper racial designation on birth
records;

(20) Collier stated that his office could not of-
ficially intervene because it had mo responsi-
bility for the Virginia Indians, ‘‘as a matter
largely of historical accident’, but was ‘‘inter-
ested in them as descendants of the original in-
habitants of the region’’;

(21) in 1948, the Veterans’ Education Com-
mittee of the Virginia State Board of Education
approved Samaria Indian School to provide
training to veterans;

(22) that school was established and run by
the Chickahominy Indian Tribe;
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(23) in 1950, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
purchased and donated to the Charles City
County School Board land to be used to build a
modern school for students of the Chickahominy

and other Virginia Indian tribes;

(24) the Samaria Indian School included stu-
dents in grades 1 through 8;

(25) in 1961, Senator Sam Ervin, Chairman of
the Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights of
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate,
requested Chickahominy Chief O.0. Adkins to
provide assistance in analyzing the status of the

constitutional rights of Indians ‘‘in your area’’;

(26) in 1967, the Charles City County school
board closed Samaria Indian School and con-
verted the school to a countywide primary
school as a step toward full school integration
of Indian and non-Indian students;

(27) in 1972, the Charles City County school
board began receiving funds under the Indian
Self-Determination and Education Assistance
Act (25 U.S.C. 458aa et seq.) on behalf of Chick-
ahominy students, which funding is provided as
of the date of enactment of this Act under title
V of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-

cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 458aaa et seq.);

(28) in 1974, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
bought land and built a tribal center using
monthly pledges from tribal members to finance
the transactions;

(29) in 1983, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
was granted recognition as an Indian tribe by
the Commonwealth of Virginia, along with 5
other Indian tribes; and

(30) in 1985, Governor Gerald Baliles was the
special guest at an intertribal Thanksgiving
Day dinner hosted by the Chickahominy Indian
Tribe.

SEC. 102. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(2) TRIBAL MEMBER.—The term ‘‘tribal mem-
ber’”’ means—

(A) an individual who is an enrolled member
of the Tribe as of the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(B) an individual who has been placed on the
membership rolls of the Tribe in accordance
with this title.

(3) TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Tribe”
Chickahominy Indian Tribe.

SEC. 103. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) FEDERAL RECOGNITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LAWS.—AIl laws (includ-
ing regulations) of the United States of general
applicability to Indians or nations, Indian
tribes, or bands of Indians (including the Act of
June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.)) that are not
inconsistent with this title shall be applicable to
the Tribe and tribal members.

(b) FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Tribe and tribal mem-
bers shall be eligible for all services and benefits
provided by the Federal Government to federally
recognized Indian tribes without regard to the
existence of a reservation for the Tribe.

(2) SERVICE AREA.—For the purpose of the de-
livery of Federal services to tribal members, the
service area of the Tribe shall be considered to
be the area comprised of New Kent County,
James City County, Charles City County, and
Henrico County, Virginia.

SEC. 104. MEMBERSHIP; GOVERNING DOCU-
MENTS.

The membership roll and governing documents
of the Tribe shall be the most recent membership
roll and governing documents, respectively, sub-
mitted by the Tribe to the Secretary before the
date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 105. GOVERNING BODY.

The governing body of the Tribe shall be—

(1) the governing body of the Tribe in place as
of the date of enactment of this Act; or

(2) any subsequent governing body elected in
accordance with the election procedures speci-
fied in the governing documents of the Tribe.

means the
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SEC. 106. RESERVATION OF THE TRIBE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
Tribe, the Secretary of the Interior—

(1) shall take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe that was
acquired by the Tribe on or before January 1,
2007, if such lands are located within the bound-
aries of New Kent County, James City County,
Charles City County, or Henrico County, Vir-
ginia; and

(2) may take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe, if such
lands are located within the boundaries of New
Kent County, James City County, Charles City
County, or Henrico County, Virginia.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make a final written determination
not later than three years of the date which the
Tribe submits a request for land to be taken into
trust under subsection (a)(2) and shall imme-
diately make that determination available to the
Tribe.

(c) RESERVATION STATUS.—Any land taken
into trust for the benefit of the Tribe pursuant
to this paragraph shall, upon request of the
Tribe, be considered part of the reservation of
the Tribe.

(d) GAMING.—The Tribe may not conduct gam-
ing activities as a matter of claimed inherent
authority or under the authority of any Federal
law, including the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or under any regula-
tions thereunder promulgated by the Secretary
or the National Indian Gaming Commission.
SEC. 107. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, GATH-

ERING, AND WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this title expands, reduces, or af-
fects in any manner any hunting, fishing, trap-
ping, gathering, or water rights of the Tribe and
members of the Tribe.

SEC. 108. JURISDICTION OF COMMONWEALTH OF
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia shall exercise jurisdiction over—

(1) all criminal offenses that are committed
on, and
(2) all civil actions that arise on,
lands located within the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia that are owned by, or held in trust by the
United States for, the Tribe.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF STATE JURISDICTION BY
SECRETARY.—The Secretary of the Interior is
authorized to accept on behalf of the United
States, after consulting with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, all or any portion of
the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia described in  subsection (a) upon
verification by the Secretary of a certification
by a tribe that it possesses the capacity to re-
assume such jurisdiction.

TITLE II—CHICKAHOMINY INDIAN TRIBE—
EASTERN DIVISION
SEC. 201. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) in 1607, when the English settlers set shore
along the Virginia coastline, the Chickahominy
Indian Tribe was 1 of about 30 tribes that re-
ceived them;

(2) in 1614, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
entered into a treaty with Sir Thomas Dale,
Governor of the Jamestown Colony, under
which—

(A) the Chickahominy Indian Tribe agreed to
provide 2 bushels of corn per man and send war-
riors to protect the English; and

(B) Sir Thomas Dale agreed in return to allow
the Tribe to continue to practice its own tribal
governance;

(3) in 1646, a treaty was signed which forced
the Chickahominy from their homeland to the
area around the York River in present-day King
William County, leading to the formation of a
reservation;

(4) in 1677, following Bacon’s Rebellion, the
Queen of Pamunkey signed the Treaty of Mid-
dle Plantation on behalf of the Chickahominy,

(5) in 1702, the Chickahominy were forced
from their reservation, which caused the loss of
a land base;
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(6) in 1711, the College of William and Mary in
Williamsburg established a grammar school for
Indians called Brafferton College;

(7) a Chickahominy child was 1 of the first In-
dians to attend Brafferton College;

(8) in 1750, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
began to migrate from King William County
back to the area around the Chickahominy
River in New Kent and Charles City Counties;

9) in 1793, a Baptist missionary named
Bradby took refuge with the Chickahominy and
took a Chickahominy woman as his wife;

(10) in 1831, the names of the ancestors of the
modern-day Chickahominy Indian Tribe began
to appear in the Charles City County census
records;

(11) in 1870, a census revealed an enclave of
Indians in New Kent County that is believed to
be the beginning of the Chickahominy Indian
Tribe—Eastern Division;

(12) other records were destroyed when the
New Kent County courthouse was burned, leav-
ing a State census as the only record covering
that period;

(13) in 1901, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
formed Samaria Baptist Church;

(14) from 1901 to 1935, Chickahominy men
were assessed a tribal tax so that their children
could receive an education;

(15) the Tribe used the proceeds from the tax
to build the first Samaria Indian School, buy
supplies, and pay a teacher’s salary;

(16) in 1910, a 1-room school covering grades 1
through 8 was established in New Kent County
for the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—Eastern
Division;

(17) during the period of 1920 through 1921,
the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—Eastern Divi-
sion began forming a tribal government;

(18) E.P. Bradby, the founder of the Tribe,
was elected to be Chief;

(19) in 1922, Tsena Commocko Baptist Church
was organized;

(20) in 1925, a certificate of incorporation was
issued to the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—East-
ern Division;

(21) in 1950, the 1-room Indian school in New
Kent County was closed and students were
bused to Samaria Indian School in Charles City
County;

(22) in 1967, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe
and the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—Eastern
Division lost their schools as a result of the re-
quired integration of students;

(23) during the period of 1982 through 1984,
Tsena Commocko Baptist Church built a new
sanctuary to accommodate church growth;

(24) in 1983 the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—
Eastern Division was granted State recognition
along with 5 other Virginia Indian tribes;

(25) in 1985—

(4) the Virginia Council on Indians was orga-
nized as a State agency; and

(B) the Chickahominy Indian Tribe—Eastern
Division was granted a seat on the Council;

(26) in 1988, a nonprofit organization known
as the “‘United Indians of Virginia’ was formed;
and

(27) Chief Marvin “‘Strongoak’ Bradby of the
Eastern Band of the Chickahominy presently
chairs the organization.

SEC. 202. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(2) TRIBAL MEMBER.—The term ‘‘tribal mem-
ber’”’ means—

(4) an individual who is an enrolled member
of the Tribe as of the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(B) an individual who has been placed on the
membership rolls of the Tribe in accordance
with this title.

(3) TRIBE.—The term “Tribe”’ means the
Chickahominy Indian Tribe—Eastern Division.
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SEC. 203. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) FEDERAL RECOGNITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LAWS.—All laws (includ-
ing regulations) of the United States of general
applicability to Indians or nations, Indian
tribes, or bands of Indians (including the Act of
June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.)) that are not
inconsistent with this title shall be applicable to
the Tribe and tribal members.

(b) FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Tribe and tribal mem-
bers shall be eligible for all future services and
benefits provided by the Federal Government to
federally recognized Indian tribes without re-
gard to the existence of a reservation for the
Tribe.

(2) SERVICE AREA.—For the purpose of the de-
livery of Federal services to tribal members, the
service area of the Tribe shall be considered to
be the area comprised of New Kent County,
James City County, Charles City County, and
Henrico County, Virginia.

SEC. 204. MEMBERSHIP; GOVERNING DOCU-
MENTS.

The membership roll and governing documents
of the Tribe shall be the most recent membership
roll and governing documents, respectively, sub-
mitted by the Tribe to the Secretary before the
date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 205. GOVERNING BODY.

The governing body of the Tribe shall be—

(1) the governing body of the Tribe in place as
of the date of enactment of this Act; or

(2) any subsequent governing body elected in
accordance with the election procedures speci-
fied in the governing documents of the Tribe.
SEC. 206. RESERVATION OF THE TRIBE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
Tribe, the Secretary of the Interior—

(1) shall take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe that was
acquired by the Tribe on or before January 1,
2007, if such lands are located within the bound-
aries of New Kent County, James City County,
Charles City County, or Henrico County, Vir-
ginia; and

(2) may take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe, if such
lands are located within the boundaries of New
Kent County, James City County, Charles City
County, or Henrico County, Virginia.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make a final written determination
not later than three years of the date which the
Tribe submits a request for land to be taken into
trust under subsection (a)(2) and shall imme-
diately make that determination available to the
Tribe.

(c) RESERVATION STATUS.—Any land taken
into trust for the benefit of the Tribe pursuant
to this paragraph shall, upon request of the
Tribe, be considered part of the reservation of
the Tribe.

(d) GAMING.—The Tribe may not conduct gam-
ing activities as a matter of claimed inherent
authority or under the authority of any Federal
law, including the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or under any regula-
tions thereunder promulgated by the Secretary
or the National Indian Gaming Commission.
SEC. 207. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, GATH-

ERING, AND WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this title expands, reduces, or af-
fects in any manner any hunting, fishing, trap-
ping, gathering, or water rights of the Tribe and
members of the Tribe.

SEC. 208. JURISDICTION OF COMMONWEALTH OF
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia shall exercise jurisdiction over—

(1) all criminal offenses that are committed
on, and

(2) all civil actions that arise on,
lands located within the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia that are owned by, or held in trust by the
United States for, the Tribe.
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(b) ACCEPTANCE OF STATE JURISDICTION BY
SECRETARY.—The Secretary of the Interior is
authoriced to accept on behalf of the United
States, after consulting with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, all or any portion of
the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia  described in  subsection (a) upon
verification by the Secretary of a certification
by a tribe that it possesses the capacity to re-
assume such jurisdiction.

TITLE III—-UPPER MATTAPONI TRIBE
SEC. 301. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) during the period of 1607 through 1646, the
Chickahominy Indian Tribes—

(4) lived approximately 20 miles from James-
town; and

(B) were significantly involved in English-In-
dian affairs;

(2) Mattaponi Indians, who later joined the
Chickahominy Indians, lived a greater distance
from Jamestown;

(3) in 1646, the Chickahominy Indians moved
to Mattaponi River basin, away from the
English;

(4) in 1661, the Chickahominy Indians sold
land at a place known as ‘‘the cliffs’” on the
Mattaponi River;

(5) in 1669, the Chickahominy Indians—

(A) appeared in the Virginia Colony’s census
of Indian bowmen; and

(B) lived in ‘“‘New Kent’’ County, which in-
cluded the Mattaponi River basin at that time;

(6) in 1677, the Chickahominy and Mattaponi
Indians were subjects of the Queen of
Pamunkey, who was a signatory to the Treaty
of 1677 with the King of England;

(7) in 1683, after a Mattaponi town was at-
tacked by Seneca Indians, the Mattaponi Indi-
ans took refuge with the Chickahominy Indians,
and the history of the 2 groups was intertwined
for many years thereafter;

(8) in 1695, the Chickahominy and Mattaponi
Indians—

(A) were assigned a reservation by the Vir-
ginia Colony; and

(B) traded land of the reservation for land at
the place known as ‘‘the cliffs” (which, as of
the date of enactment of this Act, is the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation), which had been
owned by the Mattaponi Indians before 1661;

(9) in 1711, a Chickahominy boy attended the
Indian School at the College of William and
Mary;

(10) in 1726, the Virginia Colony discontinued
funding of interpreters for the Chickahominy
and Mattaponi Indian Tribes;

(11) James Adams, who served as an inter-
preter to the Indian tribes known as of the date
of enactment of this Act as the ‘“‘Upper
Mattaponi Indian Tribe’”’ and ‘‘Chickahominy
Indian Tribe’’, elected to stay with the Upper
Mattaponi Indians;

(12) today, a majority of the Upper Mattaponi
Indians have ““Adams’’ as their surname;

(13) in 1787, Thomas Jefferson, in Notes on the
Commonwealth of Virginia, mentioned the
Mattaponi Indians on a reservation in King
William County and said that Chickahominy
Indians were ‘“‘blended’’ with the Mattaponi In-
dians and nearby Pamunkey Indians;

(14) in 1850, the census of the United States
revealed a nucleus of approxrimately 10 families,
all ancestral to modern Upper Mattaponi Indi-
ans, living in central King William County, Vir-
ginia, approximately 10 miles from the reserva-
tion;

(15) during the period of 1853 through 1884,
King William County marriage records listed
Upper Mattaponis as ‘“‘Indians’ in marrying
people residing on the reservation;

(16) during the period of 1884 through the
present, county marriage records usually refer
to Upper Mattaponis as ‘‘Indians’’;

(17) in 1901, Smithsonian anthropologist James
Mooney heard about the Upper Mattaponi Indi-
ans but did not visit them;
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(18) in 1928, University of Pennsylvania an-
thropologist Frank Speck published a book on
modern Virginia Indians with a section on the
Upper Mattaponis;

(19) from 1929 until 1930, the leadership of the
Upper Mattaponi Indians opposed the use of a
“‘colored” designation in the 1930 United States
census and won a compromise in which the In-
dian ancestry of the Upper Mattaponis was re-
corded but questioned;

(20) during the period of 1942 through 1945—

(A) the leadership of the Upper Mattaponi In-
dians, with the help of Frank Speck and others,
fought against the induction of young men of
the Tribe into ‘‘colored’ wunits in the Armed
Forces of the United States; and

(B) a tribal roll for the Upper Mattaponi Indi-
ans was compiled;

(21) from 1945 to 1946, negotiations took place
to admit some of the young people of the Upper
Mattaponi to high schools for Federal Indians
(especially at Cherokee) because no high school
coursework was available for Indians in Vir-
ginia schools; and

(22) in 1983, the Upper Mattaponi Indians ap-
plied for and won State recognition as an In-
dian tribe.

SEC. 302. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(2) TRIBAL MEMBER.—The term ‘‘tribal mem-
ber’” means—

(4) an individual who is an enrolled member
of the Tribe as of the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(B) an individual who has been placed on the
membership rolls of the Tribe in accordance
with this title.

(3) TRIBE—The term
Upper Mattaponi Tribe.
SEC. 303. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) FEDERAL RECOGNITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LAWS.—AIl laws (includ-
ing regulations) of the United States of general
applicability to Indians or nations, Indian
tribes, or bands of Indians (including the Act of
June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.)) that are not
inconsistent with this title shall be applicable to
the Tribe and tribal members.

(b) FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Tribe and tribal mem-
bers shall be eligible for all services and benefits
provided by the Federal Government to federally
recognized Indian tribes without regard to the
existence of a reservation for the Tribe.

(2) SERVICE AREA.—For the purpose of the de-
livery of Federal services to tribal members, the
service area of the Tribe shall be considered to
be the area within 25 miles of the Sharon Indian
School at 13383 King William Road, King Wil-
liam County, Virginia.

SEC. 304 MEMBERSHIP; GOVERNING DOCU-
MENTS.

The membership roll and governing documents
of the Tribe shall be the most recent membership
roll and governing documents, respectively, sub-
mitted by the Tribe to the Secretary before the
date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 305. GOVERNING BODY.

The governing body of the Tribe shall be—

(1) the governing body of the Tribe in place as
of the date of enactment of this Act; or

(2) any subsequent governing body elected in
accordance with the election procedures speci-
fied in the governing documents of the Tribe.
SEC. 306. RESERVATION OF THE TRIBE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
Tribe, the Secretary of the Interior—

(1) shall take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe that was
acquired by the Tribe on or before January 1,
2007, if such lands are located within the bound-
aries of King William County, Caroline County,

“Tribe”” means the
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Hanover County, King and Queen County, and
New Kent County, Virginia; and

(2) may take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe, if such
lands are located within the boundaries of King
William County, Caroline County, Hanover
County, King and Queen County, and New
Kent County, Virginia.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make a final written determination
not later than three years of the date which the
Tribe submits a request for land to be taken into
trust under subsection (a)(2) and shall imme-
diately make that determination available to the
Tribe.

(c) RESERVATION STATUS.—Any land taken
into trust for the benefit of the Tribe pursuant
to this paragraph shall, upon request of the
Tribe, be considered part of the reservation of
the Tribe.

(d) GAMING.—The Tribe may not conduct gam-
ing activities as a matter of claimed inherent
authority or under the authority of any Federal
law, including the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or under any regula-
tions thereunder promulgated by the Secretary
or the National Indian Gaming Commission.
SEC. 307. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, GATH-

ERING, AND WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this title expands, reduces, or af-
fects in any manner any hunting, fishing, trap-
ping, gathering, or water rights of the Tribe and
members of the Tribe.

SEC. 308. JURISDICTION OF COMMONWEALTH OF
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia shall exercise jurisdiction over—

(1) all criminal offenses that are committed
on; and

(2) all civil actions that arise on,
lands located within the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia that are owned by, or held in trust by the
United States for, the Tribe.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF STATE JURISDICTION BY
SECRETARY.—The Secretary of the Interior is
authorized to accept on behalf of the United
States, after consulting with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, all or any portion of
the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia  described in  subsection (a) upon
verification by the Secretary of a certification
by a tribe that it possesses the capacity to re-
assume such jurisdiction.

TITLE IV—RAPPAHANNOCK TRIBE, INC.
SEC. 401. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) during the initial months after Virginia
was settled, the Rappahannock Indians had 3
encounters with Captain John Smith;

(2) the first encounter occurred when the Rap-
pahannock weroance (headman)—

(4) traveled to Quiyocohannock (a principal
town across the James River from Jamestown),
where he met with Smith to determine whether
Smith had been the ‘“‘great man’’ who had pre-
viously sailed into the Rappahannock River,
killed a Rappahannock weroance, and kid-
napped Rappahannock people; and

(B) determined that Smith was too short to be
that “‘great man’’;

(3) on a second meeting, during John Smith’s
captivity (December 16, 1607 to January 8, 1608),
Smith was taken to the Rappahannock prin-
cipal village to show the people that Smith was
not the “‘great man’’;

(4) a third meeting took place during Smith’s
exploration of the Chesapeake Bay (July to Sep-
tember 1608), when, after the Moraughtacund
Indians had stolen 3 women from the Rappa-
hannock King, Smith was prevailed upon to fa-
cilitate a peaceful truce between the Rappahan-
nock and the Moraughtacund Indians;

(5) in the settlement, Smith had the 2 Indian
tribes meet on the spot of their first fight;

(6) when it was established that both groups
wanted peace, Smith told the Rappahannock
King to select which of the 3 stolen women he
wanted;
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(7) the Moraughtacund King was given sec-
ond choice among the 2 remaining women, and
Mosco, a Wighcocomoco (on the Potomac River)
guide, was given the third woman;

(8) in 1645, Captain William Claiborne tried
unsuccessfully to establish treaty relations with
the Rappahannocks, as the Rappahannocks
had not participated in the Pamunkey-led up-
rising in 1644, and the English wanted to ‘‘treat
with the Rappahannocks or any other Indians
not in amity with Opechancanough, concerning
serving the county against the Pamunkeys’’;

(9) in April 1651, the Rappahannocks con-
veyed a tract of land to an English settler, Colo-
nel Morre Fauntleroy;

(10) the deed for the conveyance was Signed
by Accopatough, weroance of the Rappahan-
nock Indians;

(11) in September 1653, Lancaster County
signed a treaty with Rappahannock Indians,
the terms of which treaty—

(A) gave Rappahannocks the rights of Eng-
lishmen in the county court; and

(B) attempted to make the Rappahannocks
more accountable under English law;

(12) in September 1653, Lancaster County de-
fined and marked the bounds of its Indian set-
tlements;

(13) according to the Lancaster clerk of court,
“the tribe called the great Rappahannocks lived
on the Rappahannock Creek just across the
river above Tappahannock’;

(14) in September 1656, (Old) Rappahannock
County (which, as of the date of enactment of
this Act, is comprised of Richmond and Essex
Counties, Virginia) signed a treaty with Rappa-
hannock Indians that—

(A) mirrored the Lancaster County treaty
from 1653; and

(B) stated that—

(i) Rappahannocks were to be rewarded, in
Roanoke, for returning English fugitives; and

(ii) the English encouraged the
Rappahannocks to send their children to live
among the English as servants, who the English
promised would be well-treated;

(15) in 1658, the Virginia Assembly revised a
1652 Act stating that “‘there be no grants of land
to any Englishman whatsoever de futuro until
the Indians be first served with the proportion
of 50 acres of land for each bowman’’;

(16) in 1669, the colony conducted a census of
Virginia Indians;

(17) as of the date of that census—

(A) the majority of the Rappahannocks were
residing at their hunting village on the north
side of the Mattaponi River; and

(B) at the time of the visit, census-takers were
counting only the Indian tribes along the rivers,
which explains why only 30 Rappahannock
bowmen were counted on that river;

(18) the Rappahannocks used the hunting vil-
lage on the north side of the Mattaponi River as
their primary residence until the
Rappahannocks were removed in 1684;

(19) in May 1677, the Treaty of Middle Planta-
tion was signed with England;

(20) the Pamunkey Queen Cockacoeske signed
on behalf of the Rappahannocks, ‘“who were
supposed to be her tributaries’’, but before the
treaty could be ratified, the Queen of Pamunkey
complained to the Virginia Colonial Council
“that she was having trouble with
Rappahannocks and Chickahominies, sup-
posedly tributaries of hers’’;

(21) in November 1682, the Virginia Colonial
Council established a reservation for the Rappa-
hannock Indians of 3,474 acres ‘‘about the town
where they dwelt’’;

(22) the Rappahannock ‘‘town’’ was the hunt-
ing village on the north side of the Mattaponi
River, where the Rappahannocks had lived
throughout the 1670s;

(23) the acreage allotment of the reservation
was based on the 1658 Indian land act, which
translates into a bowman population of 70, or
an approximate total Rappahannock population
of 350;
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(24) in 1683, following raids by Iroquoian war-
riors on both Indian and English settlements,
the Virginia Colonial Council ordered the
Rappahannocks to leave their reservation and
unite with the Nanzatico Indians at Nanzatico
Indian Town, which was located across and up
the Rappahannock River some 30 miles;

(25) between 1687 and 1699, the
Rappahannocks migrated out of Nanzatico, re-
turning to the south side of the Rappahannock
River at Portobacco Indian Town;

(26) in 1706, by order of Essex County, Lieu-
tenant Richard Covington ‘‘escorted’ the
Portobaccos and Rappahannocks out of
Portobacco Indian Town, out of Essex County,
and into King and Queen County where they
settled along the ridgeline between the Rappa-
hannock and Mattaponi Rivers, the site of their
ancient hunting village and 1682 reservation;

(27) during the 1760s, 3 Rappahannock girls
were raised on Thomas Nelson’s Bleak Hill
Plantation in King William County;

(28) of those girls—

(4) 1 married a Saunders man;

(B) 1 married a Johnson man; and

(C) 1 had 2 children, Edmund and Carter Nel-
son, fathered by Thomas Cary Nelson;

(29) in the 19th century, those Saunders,
Johnson, and Nelson families are among the
core Rappahannock families from which the
modern Tribe traces its descent;

(30) in 1819 and 1820, Edward Bird, John Bird
(and his wife), Carter Nelson, Edmund Nelson,
and Carter Spurlock (all Rappahannock ances-
tors) were listed on the tax roles of King and
Queen County and tared at the county poor
rate;

(31) Edmund Bird was added to the tax roles
in 1821;

(32) those tax records are significant docu-
mentation because the great majority of pre-1864
records for King and Queen County were de-
stroyed by fire;

(33) beginning in 1819, and continuing
through the 1880s, there was a solid Rappahan-
nock presence in the membership at Upper Essex
Baptist Church;

(34) that was the first instance of conversion
to Christianity by at least some Rappahannock
Indians;

(35) while 26 identifiable and traceable Rap-
pahannock surnames appear on the pre-1863
membership list, and 28 were listed on the 1863
membership roster, the number of surnames list-
ed had declined to 12 in 1878 and had risen only
slightly to 14 by 1888;

(36) a reason for the decline is that in 1870, a
Methodist circuit rider, Joseph Mastin, secured
funds to purchase land and construct St. Ste-
phens Baptist Church for the Rappahannocks
living nearby in Caroline County;

(37) Mastin referred to the Rappahannocks
during the period of 1850 to 1870 as ‘‘Indians,
having a great meed for moral and Christian
guidance’’;

(38) St. Stephens was the dominant tribal
church until the Rappahannock Indian Baptist
Church was established in 1964;

(39) at both churches, the core Rappahannock
family names of Bird, Clarke, Fortune, Johnson,
Nelson, Parker, and Richardson predominate;

(40) during the early 1900s, James Mooney,
noted anthropologist, maintained correspond-
ence with the Rappahannocks, surveying them
and instructing them on how to formalize their
tribal government;

(41) in November 1920, Speck wvisited the
Rappahannocks and assisted them in organizing
the fight for their sovereign rights;

(42) in 1921, the Rappahannocks were granted
a charter from the Commonwealth of Virginia
formalizing their tribal government;

(43) Speck began a professional relationship
with the Tribe that would last more than 30
years and document Rappahannock history and
traditions as never before;

(44) in April 1921, Rappahannock Chief
George Nelson asked the Governor of Virginia,
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Westmoreland Davis, to forward a proclamation
to the President of the United States, along with
an appended list of tribal members and a hand-
written copy of the proclamation itself;

(45) the letter concerned Indian freedom of
speech and assembly nationwide;

(46) in 1922, the Rappahannocks established a
formal school at Lloyds, Essex County, Virginia;

(47) prior to establishment of the school, Rap-
pahannock children were taught by a tribal
member in Central Point, Caroline County, Vir-
ginia;

(48) in December 1923, Rappahannock Chief
George Nelson testified before Congress appeal-
ing for a $50,000 appropriation to establish an
Indian school in Virginia;

(49) in 1930, the Rappahannocks were engaged
in an ongoing dispute with the Commonwealth
of Virginia and the United States Census Bu-
reau about their classification in the 1930 Fed-
eral census;

(50) in January 1930, Rappahannock Chief
Otho S. Nelson wrote to Leon Truesdell, Chief
Statistician of the United States Census Bureau,
asking that the 218 enrolled Rappahannocks be
listed as Indians;

(51) in February 1930, Truesdell replied to Nel-
son saying that ‘‘special instructions’ were
being given about classifying Indians;

(52) in April 1930, Nelson wrote to William M.
Steuart at the Census Bureau asking about the
enumerators’ failure to classify his people as In-
dians, saying that enumerators had not asked
the question about race when they interviewed
his people;

(53) in a followup letter to Truesdell, Nelson
reported that the enumerators were ‘‘flatly de-
nying’’ his people’s request to be listed as Indi-
ans and that the race question was completely
avoided during interviews;

(54) the Rappahannocks had spoken with
Caroline and Esser County enumerators, and
with John M.W. Green at that point, without
success;

(55) Nelson asked Truesdell to list people as
Indians if he sent a list of members;

(56) the matter was settled by William Steuart,
who concluded that the Bureau’s rule was that
people of Indian descent could be classified as
“Indian’’ only if Indian ‘‘blood’ predominated
and ‘“‘Indian’’ identity was accepted in the local
community;

(57) the Virginia Vital Statistics Bureau
classed all nonreservation Indians as ‘“Negro’’,
and it failed to see why ‘“‘an exception should be
made’’ for the Rappahannocks;

(58) therefore, in 1925, the Indian Rights Asso-
ciation took on the Rappahannock case to assist
the Rappahannocks in fighting for their rec-
ognition and rights as an Indian tribe;

(59) during the Second World War, the
Pamunkeys, Mattaponis, Chickahominies, and
Rappahannocks had to fight the draft boards
with respect to their racial identities;

(60) the Virginia Vital Statistics Bureau in-
sisted that certain Indian draftees be inducted
into Negro units;

(61) finally, 3 Rappahannocks were convicted
of violating the Federal draft laws and, after
spending time in a Federal prison, were granted
conscientious objector status and served out the
remainder of the war working in military hos-
pitals;

(62) in 1943, Frank Speck noted that there
were approximately 25 communities of Indians
left in the Eastern United States that were enti-
tled to Indian classification, including the
Rappahannocks;

(63) in the 1940s, Leon Truesdell, Chief Stat-
istician, of the United States Census Bureau,
listed 118 members in the Rappahannock Tribe
in the Indian population of Virginia;

(64) on April 25, 1940, the Office of Indian Af-
fairs of the Department of the Interior included
the Rappahannocks on a list of Indian tribes
classified by State and by agency;

(65) in 1948, the Smithsonian Institution An-
nual Report included an article by William
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Harlen Gilbert entitled, “Surviving Indian
Groups of the Eastern United States’’, which in-
cluded and described the Rappahannock Tribe;

(66) in the late 1940s and early 1950s, the
Rappahannocks operated a school at Indian
Neck;

(67) the State agreed to pay a tribal teacher to
teach 10 students bused by King and Queen
County to Sharon Indian School in King Wil-
liam County, Virginia,

(68) in 1965, Rappahannock students entered
Marriott High School (a white public school) by
executive order of the Governor of Virginia;

(69) in 1972, the Rappahannocks worked with
the Coalition of Eastern Native Americans to
fight for Federal recognition;

(70) in 1979, the Coalition established a pot-
tery and artisans company, operating with
other Virginia tribes;

(71) in 1980, the Rappahannocks received
funding through the Administration for Native
Americans of the Department of Health and
Human Services to develop an economic program
for the Tribe; and

(72) in 1983, the Rappahannocks received
State recognition as an Indian tribe.

SEC. 402. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(2) TRIBAL MEMBER.—The term ‘‘tribal mem-
ber’” means—

(4) an individual who is an enrolled member
of the Tribe as of the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(B) an individual who has been placed on the
membership rolls of the Tribe in accordance
with this title.

(3) TRIBE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ““‘Tribe’’ means the
organization possessing the legal name Rappa-
hannock Tribe, Inc.

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘“Tribe’’ does not
include any other Indian tribe, subtribe, band,
or splinter group the members of which rep-
resent themselves as Rappahannock Indians.
SEC. 403. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) FEDERAL RECOGNITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LAWS.—AIl laws (includ-
ing regulations) of the United States of general
applicability to Indians or nations, Indian
tribes, or bands of Indians (including the Act of
June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.)) that are not
inconsistent with this title shall be applicable to
the Tribe and tribal members.

(b) FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Tribe and tribal mem-
bers shall be eligible for all services and benefits
provided by the Federal Government to federally
recognized Indian tribes without regard to the
existence of a reservation for the Tribe.

(2) SERVICE AREA.—For the purpose of the de-
livery of Federal services to tribal members, the
service area of the Tribe shall be considered to
be the area comprised of King and Queen Coun-
ty, Caroline County, Essex County, Spotsyl-
vania County, Stafford County, and Richmond
County, Virginia.

SEC. 404. MEMBERSHIP; GOVERNING DOCU-
MENTS.

The membership roll and governing documents
of the Tribe shall be the most recent membership
roll and governing documents, respectively, sub-
mitted by the Tribe to the Secretary before the
date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 405. GOVERNING BODY.

The governing body of the Tribe shall be—

(1) the governing body of the Tribe in place as
of the date of enactment of this Act; or

(2) any subsequent governing body elected in
accordance with the election procedures speci-
fied in the governing documents of the Tribe.
SEC. 406. RESERVATION OF THE TRIBE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
Tribe, the Secretary of the Interior—
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(1) shall take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe that was
acquired by the Tribe on or before January 1,
2007, if such lands are located within the bound-
aries of King and Queen County, Stafford
County, Spotsylvania County, Richmond Coun-
ty, Essex County, and Caroline County, Vir-
ginia; and

(2) may take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe, if such
lands are located within the boundaries of King
and Queen County, Stafford County, Spotsyl-
vania County, Richmond County, Essexr County,
and Caroline County, Virginia.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make a final written determination
not later than three years of the date which the
Tribe submits a request for land to be taken into
trust under subsection (a)(2) and shall imme-
diately make that determination available to the
Tribe.

(c) RESERVATION STATUS.—Any land taken
into trust for the benefit of the Tribe pursuant
to this paragraph shall, upon request of the
Tribe, be considered part of the reservation of
the Tribe.

(d) GAMING.—The Tribe may not conduct gam-
ing activities as a matter of claimed inherent
authority or under the authority of any Federal
law, including the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or under any regula-
tions thereunder promulgated by the Secretary
or the National Indian Gaming Commission.
SEC. 407. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, GATH-

ERING, AND WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this title expands, reduces, or af-
fects in any manner any hunting, fishing, trap-
ping, gathering, or water rights of the Tribe and
members of the Tribe.

SEC. 408. JURISDICTION OF COMMONWEALTH OF
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia shall exercise jurisdiction over—

(1) all criminal offenses that are committed
on; and

(2) all civil actions that arise on,
lands located within the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia that are owned by, or held in trust by the
United States for, the Tribe.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF STATE JURISDICTION BY
SECRETARY.—The Secretary of the Interior is
authorized to accept on behalf of the United
States, after consulting with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, all or any portion of
the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia  described in  subsection (a) upon
verification by the Secretary of a certification
by a tribe that it possesses the capacity to re-
assume such jurisdiction.

TITLE V—MONACAN INDIAN NATION
SEC. 501. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) in 1677, the Monacan Tribe signed the
Treaty of Middle Plantation between Charles I
of England and 12 Indian ‘‘Kings and Chief
Men’’;

(2) in 1722, in the Treaty of Albany, Governor
Spotswood negotiated to save the Virginia Indi-
ans from extinction at the hands of the Iroquois;

(3) specifically mentioned in the negotiations
were the Monacan tribes of the Totero (Tutelo),
Saponi, Ocheneeches (Occaneechi),
Stengenocks, and Meipontskys;

(4) in 1790, the first national census recorded
Benjamin Evans and Robert Johns, both ances-
tors of the present Monacan community, listed
as ‘“white’” with mulatto children;

(5) in 1782, tax records also began for those
families;

(6) in 1850, the United States census recorded
29 families, mostly large, with Monacan sur-
names, the members of which are genealogically
related to the present community;

(7) in 1870, a log structure was built at the
Bear Mountain Indian Mission;

(8) in 1908, the structure became an Episcopal
Mission and, as of the date of enactment of this



H6112

Act, the structure is listed as a landmark on the
National Register of Historic Places;

(9) in 1920, 304 Amherst Indians were identi-
fied in the United States census;

(10) from 1930 through 1931, numerous letters
from Monacans to the Bureau of the Census re-
sulted from the decision of Dr. Walter Plecker,
former head of the Bureau of Vital Statistics of
the Commonwealth of Virginia, not to allow In-
dians to register as Indians for the 1930 census;

(11) the Monacans eventually succeeded in
being allowed to claim their race, albeit with an
asterisk attached to a mote from Dr. Plecker
stating that there were no Indians in Virginia;

(12) in 1947, D’Arcy McNickle, a Salish In-
dian, saw some of the children at the Amherst
Mission and requested that the Cherokee Agen-
cy visit them because they appeared to be In-
dian;

(13) that letter was forwarded to the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Office of Indian Affairs,
Chicago, Illinois;

(14) Chief Jarrett Blythe of the Eastern Band
of Cherokee did visit the Mission and wrote that
he “would be willing to accept these children in
the Cherokee school’’;

(15) in 1979, a Federal Coalition of Eastern
Native Americans established the entity known
as ‘“Monacan Co-operative Pottery’’ at the Am-
herst Mission;

(16) some important pieces were produced at
Monacan Co-operative Pottery, including a
piece that was sold to the Smithsonian Institu-
tion;

(17) the Mattaponi-Pamunkey-Monacan Con-
sortium, established in 1981, has since been or-
ganized as a monprofit corporation that serves
as a vehicle to obtain funds for those Indian
tribes from the Department of Labor under Na-
tive American programs;

(18) in 1989, the Monacan Tribe was recog-
nized by the Commonwealth of Virginia, which
enabled the Tribe to apply for grants and par-
ticipate in other programs; and

(19) in 1993, the Monacan Tribe received taz-
exempt status as a nonprofit corporation from
the Internal Revenue Service.

SEC. 502. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(2) TRIBAL MEMBER.—The term ‘‘tribal mem-
ber’’ means—

(4) an individual who is an enrolled member
of the Tribe as of the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(B) an individual who has been placed on the
membership rolls of the Tribe in accordance
with this title.

(3) TRIBE.—The term
acan Indian Nation.
SEC. 503. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) FEDERAL RECOGNITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LAWS.—All laws (includ-
ing regulations) of the United States of general
applicability to Indians or nations, Indian
tribes, or bands of Indians (including the Act of
June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.)) that are not
inconsistent with this title shall be applicable to
the Tribe and tribal members.

(b) FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Tribe and tribal mem-
bers shall be eligible for all services and benefits
provided by the Federal Government to federally
recognized Indian tribes without regard to the
existence of a reservation for the Tribe.

(2) SERVICE AREA.—For the purpose of the de-
livery of Federal services to tribal members, the
service area of the Tribe shall be considered to
be the area comprised of all land within 25 miles
from the center of Amherst, Virginia.

SEC. 504. MEMBERSHIP; GOVERNING DOCU-
MENTS.

The membership roll and governing documents

of the Tribe shall be the most recent membership

“Tribe’” means the Mon-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

roll and governing documents, respectively, sub-
mitted by the Tribe to the Secretary before the
date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 505. GOVERNING BODY.

The governing body of the Tribe shall be—

(1) the governing body of the Tribe in place as
of the date of enactment of this Act,; or

(2) any subsequent governing body elected in
accordance with the election procedures speci-
fied in the governing documents of the Tribe.
SEC. 506. RESERVATION OF THE TRIBE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
Tribe, the Secretary of the Interior—

(1) shall take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe that was
acquired by the Tribe on or before January 1,
2007, if such lands are located within the bound-
aries of Albemarle County, Alleghany County,
Amherst County, Augusta County, Campbell
County, Nelson County, and Rockbridge Coun-
ty, Virginia; and

(2) may take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe, if such
lands are located within the boundaries of Albe-
marle County, Alleghany County, Amherst
County, Augusta County, Campbell County,
Nelson County, and Rockbridge County, Vir-
ginia.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make a final written determination
not later than three years of the date which the
Tribe submits a request for land to be taken into
trust under subsection (a)(2) and shall imme-
diately make that determination available to the
Tribe.

(c) RESERVATION STATUS.—Any land taken
into trust for the benefit of the Tribe pursuant
to this paragraph shall, upon request of the
Tribe, be considered part of the reservation of
the Tribe.

(d) GAMING.—The Tribe may not conduct gam-
ing activities as a matter of claimed inherent
authority or under the authority of any Federal
law, including the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or under any regula-
tions thereunder promulgated by the Secretary
or the National Indian Gaming Commission.
SEC. 507. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, GATH-

ERING, AND WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this title expands, reduces, or af-
fects in any manner any hunting, fishing, trap-
ping, gathering, or water rights of the Tribe and
members of the Tribe.

SEC. 508. JURISDICTION OF COMMONWEALTH OF
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia shall exercise jurisdiction over—

(1) all criminal offenses that are committed
on; and

(2) all civil actions that arise on,
lands located within the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia that are owned by, or held in trust by the
United States for, the Tribe.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF STATE JURISDICTION BY
SECRETARY.—The Secretary of the Interior is
authorized to accept on behalf of the United
States, after consulting with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, all or any portion of
the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia described in  subsection (a) upon
verification by the Secretary of a certification
by a tribe that it possesses the capacity to re-
assume such jurisdiction.

TITLE VI—-NANSEMOND INDIAN TRIBE
SEC. 601. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) from 1607 until 1646, Nansemond Indians—

(A) lived approximately 30 miles from James-
town; and

(B) were significantly involved in English-In-
dian affairs;

(2) after 1646, there were 2 sections of
Nansemonds in communication with each other,
the Christianized Nansemonds in Norfolk Coun-
ty, who lived as citicens, and the traditionalist
Nansemonds, who lived further west;
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(3) in 1638, according to an entry in a 17th
century sermon book still owned by the Chief’s
family, a Norfolk County Englishman married a
Nansemond woman;

(4) that man and woman are lineal ancestors
of all of members of the Nansemond Indian tribe
alive as of the date of enactment of this Act, as
are some of the traditionalist Nansemonds;

(5) in 1669, the 2 Nansemond sections ap-
peared in Virginia Colony’s census of Indian
bowmen;

(6) in 1677, Nansemond Indians were signato-
ries to the Treaty of 1677 with the King of Eng-
land;

(7) in 1700 and 1704, the Nansemonds and
other Virginia Indian tribes were prevented by
Virginia Colony from making a separate peace
with the Iroquois;

(8) Virginia represented those Indian tribes in
the final Treaty of Albany, 1722;

(9) in 1711, a Nansemond boy attended the In-
dian School at the College of William and Mary;

(10) in 1727, Norfolk County granted William
Bass and his kinsmen the ‘‘Indian privileges’’ of
clearing swamp land and bearing arms (which
privileges were forbidden to other monwhites)
because of their Nansemond ancestry, which
meant that Bass and his kinsmen were original
inhabitants of that land;

(11) in 1742, Norfolk County issued a certifi-
cate of Nansemond descent to William Bass;

(12) from the 1740s to the 1790s, the tradition-
alist section of the Nansemond tribe, 40 miles
west of the Christianiczed Nansemonds, was
dealing with reservation land;

(13) the last surviving members of that section
sold out in 1792 with the permission of the Com-
monwealth of Virginia,

(14) in 1797, Norfolk County issued a certifi-
cate stating that William Bass was of Indian
and English descent, and that his Indian line of
ancestry ran directly back to the early 18th cen-
tury elder in a traditionalist section of
Nansemonds on the reservation;

(15) in 1833, Virginia enacted a law enabling
people of European and Indian descent to ob-
tain a special certificate of ancestry;

(16) the law originated from the county in
which Nansemonds lived, and mostly
Nansemonds, with a few people from other
counties, took advantage of the new law;

(17) a Methodist mission established around
1850 for Nansemonds is currently a standard
Methodist congregation with Nansemond mem-
bers;

(18) in 1901, Smithsonian anthropologist James
Mooney—

(A) visited the Nansemonds; and

(B) completed a tribal census that counted 61
households and was later published;

(19) in 1922, Nansemonds were given a special
Indian school in the segregated school system of
Norfolk County;

(20) the school survived only a few years;

(21) in 1928, University of Pennsylvania an-
thropologist Frank Speck published a book on
modern Virginia Indians that included a section
on the Nansemonds; and

(22) the Nansemonds were organized formally,
with elected officers, in 1984, and later applied
for and received State recognition.

SEC. 602. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(2) TRIBAL MEMBER.—The term ‘‘tribal mem-
ber’”’ means—

(4) an individual who is an enrolled member
of the Tribe as of the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(B) an individual who has been placed on the
membership rolls of the Tribe in accordance
with this title.

(3) TRIBE.—The term
Nansemond Indian Tribe.
SEC. 603. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) FEDERAL RECOGNITION.—

“Tribe”” means the
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LAWS.—All laws (includ-
ing regulations) of the United States of general
applicability to Indians or nations, Indian
tribes, or bands of Indians (including the Act of
June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.)) that are not
inconsistent with this title shall be applicable to
the Tribe and tribal members.

(b) FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Tribe and tribal mem-
bers shall be eligible for all services and benefits
provided by the Federal Government to federally
recognized Indian tribes without regard to the
existence of a reservation for the Tribe.

(2) SERVICE AREA.—For the purpose of the de-
livery of Federal services to tribal members, the
service area of the Tribe shall be considered to
be the area comprised of the cities of Chesa-
peake, Hampton, Newport News, Norfolk, Ports-
mouth, Suffolk, and Virginia Beach, Virginia.
SEC. 604. MEMBERSHIP; GOVERNING DOCU-

MENTS.

The membership roll and governing documents
of the Tribe shall be the most recent membership
roll and governing documents, respectively, sub-
mitted by the Tribe to the Secretary before the
date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 605. GOVERNING BODY.

The governing body of the Tribe shall be—

(1) the governing body of the Tribe in place as
of the date of enactment of this Act; or

(2) any subsequent governing body elected in
accordance with the election procedures speci-
fied in the governing documents of the Tribe.
SEC. 606. RESERVATION OF THE TRIBE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
Tribe, the Secretary of the Interior—

(1) shall take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tribe that was
acquired by the Tribe on or before January 1,
2007, if such lands are located within the bound-
aries of the city of Suffolk, the city of Chesa-
peake, or Isle of Wight County, Virginia; and

(2) may take into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe any land held in fee by the Tvribe, if such
lands are located within the boundaries of the
city of Suffolk, the city of Chesapeake, or Isle of
Wight County, Virginia.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make a final written determination
not later than three years of the date which the
Tribe submits a request for land to be taken into
trust under subsection (a)(2) and shall imme-
diately make that determination available to the
Tribe.

(c) RESERVATION STATUS.—Any land taken
into trust for the benefit of the Tribe pursuant
to this paragraph shall, upon request of the
Tribe, be considered part of the reservation of
the Tribe.

(d) GAMING.—The Tribe may not conduct gam-
ing activities as a matter of claimed inherent
authority or under the authority of any Federal
law, including the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or under any regula-
tions thereunder promulgated by the Secretary
or the National Indian Gaming Commission.
SEC. 607. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, GATH-

ERING, AND WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this title expands, reduces, or af-
fects in any manner any hunting, fishing, trap-
ping, gathering, or water rights of the Tribe and
members of the Tribe.

SEC. 608. JURISDICTION OF COMMONWEALTH OF
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia shall exercise jurisdiction over—

(1) all criminal offenses that are committed
on; and

(2) all civil actions that arise on,
lands located within the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia that are owned by, or held in trust by the
United States for, the Tribe.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF STATE JURISDICTION BY
SECRETARY.—The Secretary of the Interior is
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authorizced to accept on behalf of the United
States, after consulting with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, all or any portion of
the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia  described in  subsection (a) upon
verification by the Secretary of a certification
by a tribe that it possesses the capacity to re-
assume such jurisdiction.

The CHAIR. No amendment to the
committee amendment is in order ex-
cept those printed in House Report 111-
131. Each amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent of the
amendment, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to
demand for division of the question.
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GOODLATTE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 111-131.

Mr. GOODLATTE. I offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. GOOD-
LATTE:

At the end of the bill, add the following
new title:

TITLE VII—_EMINENT DOMAIN
SEC. 701. LIMITATION.

Eminent domain may not be used to ac-
quire lands in fee or in trust for an Indian
tribe recognized under this Act.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 490, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I
rise today to offer an amendment to
H.R. 1385, the Thomasina E. Jordan In-
dian Tribes of Virginia Federal Rec-
ognition Act. Given that this bill could
dramatically change localities in Vir-
ginia, I am offering an amendment to
provide an additional protection for
private property. This amendment
would ensure that no use of eminent
domain could be used to acquire pri-
vate property to transfer it to the
tribes. This would ensure that lands
are not taken out of current private
use for the sole purpose of expanding
tribal lands and ensure some protec-
tion for private residents and local-
ities. The bill greatly expands the con-
gressionally recommended areas in
which tribes can acquire lands for their
trust. Given that this is a great expan-
sion in comparison to versions of this
bill introduced in previous Congresses,
I believe that it is necessary and appro-
priate to provide this level of protec-
tion. I hope my colleagues will join me
in supporting this amendment.

Mr. RAHALL. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GOODLATTE. I will be happy to
yield.

Mr. RAHALL. I appreciate the gen-
tleman yielding.
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Under existing law, as the gentleman
knows, and under this legislation, the
Interior Secretary may place Iland
owned by an Indian tribe into trust as
part of a tribe’s reservation. Eminent
domain does not enter the picture.

Indeed, the pending legislation states
for each of the six tribes involved that
the Secretary may take into trust
“any land held in fee by the tribe that
was acquired by the tribe.” Considering
that neither the Interior Secretary or,
for that matter, these tribes, made
eminent domain authority, the gentle-
man’s amendment is chasing a problem
that does not exist. But having said
that, if it makes the gentleman from
Virginia feel better, and if it makes
him more comfortable with this bill,
and since it does pose no harm, I will
accept the amendment.

O 1400

Mr. GOODLATTE. Reclaiming my
time, the chairman makes me feel a 1ot
better, and I'm pleased that he will ac-
cept my amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. BALDWIN).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. GOODLATTE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 111-131.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. GOOD-
LATTE:

Page 51, beginning on line 1, strike ‘‘Albe-
marle’” and all that follows through ‘Vir-
ginia’ on line 4 and insert ‘“‘Amherst County,
Virginia’.

Page 51, line 7, strike ‘“‘Albermarle’ and all
that follows through ¢Virginia’® on line 10
and insert ‘“Amherst County, Virginia’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 490, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman,
I have always supported granting these
six Virginia tribes Federal recognition,
and I am extremely happy that that
bill has included language that seeks
to prevent casino-style gaming in the
Commonwealth of Virginia. However, I
was troubled to learn of a change that
was made to the bill without notifica-
tion to any of the local communities
that would be affected.

In the section dealing with the Mona-
can Indian Tribe, the area that the
tribe could have placed in trust for
their reservation grew from one county
to seven. Originally, it was an area of
approximately 479 square miles, and
now it’s an area of approximately 3,728
square miles.
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What is even more disturbing to me
is that none of these new localities
knew that they would be part of an
area in which the tribes could acquire
lands. My office only discovered it once
the bill was scheduled for floor consid-
eration.

This bill could dramatically affect
these counties. If tribal lands were es-
tablished in these counties, it could
mean the localities would lose all con-
trol of the lands that were placed in
trust in them. We would no longer be
in control of zoning, environmental re-
views, and these localities could no
longer collect tax revenues from these
lands. These are serious concerns and
could greatly impact operations of the
counties.

The fact that the bill would establish
tribal land in these counties is a total
surprise to these jurisdictions. They
have not had a sufficient opportunity
to discuss and study how such a change
would affect them.

The addition of these new counties is
also a total surprise to me and the
counties involved, and they should be
removed from this bill. I've also spoken
to my colleagues, TOM PERRIELLO and
RICK BOUCHER of the Fifth and Ninth
Congressional Districts, who also rep-
resent these newly added counties, and
they also support this amendment.

These communities should have the
right to know how these changes will
affect them as far as this legislation is
concerned and the far-reaching con-
sequences that could permanently
change central Virginia.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. I rise to
claim the time in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Madam
Chairman, first of all, this land was the
Indians’ land. The Monacan tribe
owned much of this land. It was taken
from them.

Now, in terms of the counties that
my friend, Mr. GOODLATTE, has in-
cluded, there is no land currently that
would be placed in trust. All they want
is the ability to place land in trust be-
cause of the recent Supreme Court de-
cision that said that the Secretary of
the Interior does not have discretion to
do this.

Now, this Supreme Court decision
just occurred in February, so it’s a
brand new context in which these
things are dealt with. If it had not been
for the Supreme Court decision, these
additional counties would not have
been added. But they’re added in case
people in those counties who are under-
standing of the plight of the Monacan
Indians chose to provide land to them.
We don’t know that that’s even going
to occur. There is only one very small
parcel of land that the Monacan tribe
is aware of that it would receive from
a current landowner in Rockbridge
County.

Now, the Indian tribes have com-
promised so much for so long, I think
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that they would compromise again if
necessary. But to deny them this one
small plot of land that’s relatively iso-
lated, it’s certainly a long ways from
Interstate 81 or any main highway, it
doesn’t seem to me fair.

So if the gentleman was willing to
accommodate that land in Rockbridge
County, maybe, once again, the Indian
tribes would agree to compromise and
preclude the other counties included in
Mr. GOODLATTE’s amendment.

I will reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to say the gentleman’s points are
well taken. We certainly understand
the concerns of the tribe and the inter-
ests of the individual who owns the
land in Rockbridge County that would
like to have it taken into trust.

My concern, of course, is that this
has happened at a late hour and, as you
know, we’ve been scrambling to figure
out exactly what that land is. We now
think we have a reasonably good defi-
nition of it, and subject to the approval
of the local government, I think that
we could agree on language. And if the
chairman and the ranking member, or
other Members for that matter, do not
object, I would be prepared to make a
unanimous consent request.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair would
inquire whether the gentleman is sub-
mitting a modification.

Mr. GOODLATTE. I am. I am asking
unanimous consent to submit a modi-
fication.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the modification.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modification to amendment No. 2 offered
by Mr. GOODLATTE:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

Page 51, beginning on line 1, strike
“Albermarle” and all that follows through
‘“Virginia’ on line 4 and insert ‘‘Amherst
County, Virginia”

Page 51, beginning on line 7, strike
“Albermarle” and all that follows through
“Virginia’ on line 10 and insert ‘‘Amherst
County, Virginia, and those parcels in
Rockbridge County, Virginia (subject to the
consent of the local unit of government),
owned by Mr. J. Poole, described as East 731
Sandbridge (encompassing approximately
4.74 acres) and East 731 (encompassing ap-
proximately 5.12 acres)) .”.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the modification?

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Reserving
the right to object, my concern with
this modification is only one; not the
specificity of the modifying amend-
ment, but it’s subject to the approval
of Rockbridge County. What does that
mean? Does there have to be some for-
mal legislation passed by Rockbridge
County? Is it the County Board? Do
they have to pass formal legislation
and by when?

I would be fine with it up to the ap-
proval part, but I don’t know what the
approval part constitutes.

Mr. GOODLATTE. If the gentleman
would yield, the consent of the local
unit of government, to me, would mean
the approval of the Rockbridge County
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Board of Supervisors by way of an ordi-
nance or some other measure that they
would pass, a resolution, approving the
action taken. If the gentleman has
some perfecting language, I'm cer-
tainly willing to consider it.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Would the
gentleman accept language that said,
“‘unless disapproved by the Rockbridge
County government’’?

In other words, I hate to have it so
that the Rockbridge County govern-
ment can just decide to sit on this in-
definitely. But if they specifically,
through their County Board, dis-
approved it, then I guess that would be
acceptable. But I don’t want to give
the kind of leverage where inaction
might preclude this from occurring.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Well, if the gen-
tleman would yield further, I take the
gentleman’s point. However, by the
same token, we would have to have
some Kkind of a date by which they
would have to act in disapproval, be-
cause otherwise they could disapprove
some time well into the future. So I
think that the appropriate step here
would be to adopt this amendment
with the unanimous consent modifica-
tion, if no one objects to that, and then
the tribe would then proceed to go to
the Rockbridge County Board of Super-
visors and ask them to approve this. If
they refuse to approve it, they would
still have the opportunity to come
back in the future and ask them for ap-
proval at a later date. Whereas, the
gentleman’s language might be more
confusing.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. By the same
token, unless disapproved within 180
days of passage, because your argu-
ment applies just as well.

Mr. GOODLATTE. If the gentleman
would yield, I don’t think the gen-
tleman is going down the right track
because the gentleman who owns this
land is still living, and it’s my under-
standing that he’s going to convey the
land in a testamentary document, and
therefore, to try to set a date for the
action by the board seems to me to be
trying to put the cart before the horse.
I believe that I must insist, myself, on
my own unanimous consent request.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. The gen-
tleman makes a legitimate point, and I
will withdraw my reservation.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the amendmen